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Title  3 — ^The  President 

PROCLAMATION  4338 

National  Day  of  Prayer,  1974 

By  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  America 

A  Proclamation 

Ours  is  a  Nation  built  upon  a  belief  in  a  Creator  who  has  endowed  all 
men  with  inalienable  rights,  and  faith  in  that  Creator  permeates  every 
aspect  of  our  way  of  life. 

With  characteristically  quiet  eloquence,  President  Dwight  D.  Eisen¬ 
hower  once  described  the  central  role  of  religion  in  American  life: 

“Without  God  there  could  be  no  American  form  of  government,  nor 
an  American  way  of  life.  Recognition  of  the  Supreme  Being  is  the  first — 
the  most  basic — expression  of  Americanism.  Thus  the  founding  fathers 
of  America  saw  it,  and  thus  with  God’s  help,  it  will  continue  to  be.” 

Let  us  pray,  each  in  our  own  way,  for  the  strength  and  the  will  to  meet 
the  challenges  that  face  us  today  with  the  same  profound  faith  in  God 
that  inspired  the  Founders  of  this  Nation. 

Let  us  pray,  as  our  Fathers  prayed,  for  the  wisdom  to  know  Gk)d’s  way 
and  the  determination  to  follow  it. 

Let  us  pray  that  God  will  continue  to  bless  this  great  and  good  land  as 
abundantly  in  the  future  as  he  has  in  the  past. 

In  1952  the  Congress  directed  the  President  to  set  aade  a  suitable  day 
other  than  a  Sunday  each  year  as  a  National  Day  of  Prayer,  in  recognition 
of  the  profound  religious  faith  on  which  America  is  built. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  I,  Gerald  R.  Ford,  President  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  do  hereby  proclaim  Wednesday,  December  18,  as 
National  Day  of  Prayer,  1974. 

I  call  upon  all  Americans  to  pray  that  day,  each  after  his  or  her  own 
manner  and  convictions,  for  Deity’s  blesang  on  our  land  and  for  peace  on 
earth,  goodwill  among  all  men. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  this  fifth 
day  of  December,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  nineteen  hundred  seventy-four, 
and  of  the  Independence  of  the  United  States  of  America  the  one  hundred 
•  ninety-ninth. 

[FR  Doc.74-28724  Filed  12-5-74;12 ;  19  pm] 
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rules  ond  reguloUoes 

This  ssction  of  ths  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  regulatory  documants  having  ganaral  applicability  and  iagal  sffact  most  of  which  are 
hsyad  to  and  codified  in  the  Coda  of  Faderei  Regulations,  which  is  pubiishad  under  50  titles  pursuant  to  44  U^.C.  1510. 

The  Coda  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents.  Prices  of  new  books  are  listed  in  the  first  FEDERAL 
REGISTER  issue  of  each  month. 


TItIg  7 — ^Agriculture  (2)  The  need  for  this  regulation  to  make  this  regulation  effective  during  the 

CHAPTER  Vtl— AGRICULTURAL  STABILI-  quantity  of  lemons  that  may  be  period  herein  spedfied;  and  compliance 

ZATION  AND  CONSERVATION  SERV>  marketed  during  the  ensuing  week  stems  with  this  regulation  will  not  require  any 
ICE  (AGRICULTURAL  ADJUSTMEfir)>  ^^m  the  production  and  marketing  special  preparation  on  the  part  of  per- 
DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE  situation  confronting  the  lemon  industry,  sons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 


SUBCHAPTER  B— FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 

PART  722— COTTON 
1975  Crop  of  Upland  Cotton;  Base  Acreage 
Allotments  and  National  Production  Goal 

Correction 

In  PR  Dqc.  74-27023  appearing  at  page 
40577  in  the  issue  for  Tuesday,  Novem¬ 
ber  19.  1974  make  the  following  change: 
In  the  first  column,  third  paragraph, 
12th  line,  the  date  should  read  "Novem¬ 
ber  1  i,  1974”. 


CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEG¬ 
ETABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

(Xjemon  Reg.  069] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Califomla-Arizona  lemons  that  may  be 
shipped  to  fresh  market  during  the 
weekly  regulation  period  December  8-14, 
1974.  It  Is  Issued  pursuant  to  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order  No. 
910.  The  quantity  of  lemons  so  fixed  was 
arrived  at  after  consideration  of  the  total 
available  supply  of  lemons,  the  quantity 
of  lemons  currently  available  for  market, 
the  fresh  market  demand  for  lemons, 
lemon  prices,  and  the  relationship  of 
season  average  returns  to  the  parity 
price  for  lemons. 

§  910.969  Lemon  Regulation  669. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CPR  Part 
910) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  imder  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  n.S.C.  601- 
674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended 
'marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of 
harvdling  of  such  lemons,  as  herein¬ 
after  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 


(i)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantity  of  lemons  it  deems  advisable  to 
be  handled  during  the  ensuing  week. 
Such  recommendation  resulted  from 
consideration  of  the  factors  enumerated 
in  the  order.  The  committee  further  re¬ 
ports  the  demand  for  lemons  is  good. 
Auction  supplies  appear  to  be  ample  for 
next  week,  except  in  several  markets 
which  have  an  oversupply.  Average  f  .o.b. 
price  was  $4.88  per  carton  the  week 
ended  November  30,  1974,  compared  to 
$4.91  per  carton  the  previous  week.  Track 
and  rolling  supplies  at  190  cars  were  up 
28  cars  from  last  week. 

<ii>  Having  considered  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  information  submitted  by 
the  committee,  and  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the 
quantity  of  lemons  which  may  be  han¬ 
dled  should  be  fixed  as  hereinafter  set 
forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  imtll  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  because  the  time  intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  regulation  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  regula¬ 
tion  must  become  effective  in  order  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act 
is  insufficient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  pro¬ 
visions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open  meet¬ 
ing  during  the  current  week,  after  giving 
due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  supply 
and  market  conditions  for  lemons  and 
the  need  for  regulation;  interested  per¬ 
sons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  such  meeting  was  held;  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  regulation,  including  its 
effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 
lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act,  to 


completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  cmnmittee  meeting  was  held 
on  December  3, 1974. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  quantity  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona  which 
may  be  handled  during  the  period  De¬ 
cember  8,  1974,  through  December  14, 
1974,  is  hereby  fixed  at  175,000  cartons. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  "handled”, 
and  “carton(s)”  have  the  same  mbanlng 
as  when  used  in  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  81.  ss  ameiuled;  (7  nJS.C. 
801-674) ) 

Dated:  December  4, 1974. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[FaDoc.74-a8643  FUed  13-5-74:8:46  am] 


PART  912— GRAPEFRUIT  GROWN  IN  THE 

INDIAN  RIVER  DISTRICT  IN  FLORIDA 

Expenses  and  Rate  of  Assessment  and 
Carryover  of  Unexpended  Funds 

This  document  authorizes  expenses  of 
$25,375  for  the  Indian  River  Grapefruit 
Committee,  under  Maiketing  Order  912, 
for  the  1974-75  fiscal  period  and  fixes  a 
rate  of  assessment  of  two  and  one-half 
mills  ($0.0025)  per  box  of  grapefruit 
handled  in  such  period  to  be  paid  to  the 
committee  by  each  handler  as  his  pro 
rata  share  of  such  expenses.  The  carry¬ 
over  of  unexpended  1973-74  assessments 
is  also  authorized. 

On  November  14,  1974,  notice  of  rule- 
making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (39  FR  40167)  inviting  written 
comments  not  later  than  November  29, 

1974,  regarding  proposed  expenses  and 
the  related  rate  of  assessment  for  the 
period  August  1,  1974,  through  July  31, 

1975,  pursuant  to  the  marketing  agree¬ 
ment,  as  amended,  and  order  No.  912,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  912)  regulating 
the  handling  of  grapefruit  grown  in  the 
Indian  River  District  in  Florida.  Ncme 
were  received.  This  regulatory  program 
is  effective  under  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (7  U.S.C.  601-674).  After  considera¬ 
tion  of  all  relevant  matters  presented. 
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including  the  proposals  set  forth  in  such 
notice  which  were  submitted  by  the  In¬ 
dian  River  Grapefruit  Committee 
(established  pursuant  to  said  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order),  it  is  hereby 
found  and  determined  that: 

§  912.214  Expenses,  rate  of  assessment, 
and  carryover  of  unexpended  funds. 

(a)  Expenses.  Expenses  that  are  rea¬ 
sonable  and  likely  to  be  inctirred  by  the 
Indian  River  Grapefruit  Committee  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  August  1,  1974,  through 
July  31,  1975,  will  amount  to  $25,375. 

(b)  Rate  of  assessment.  The  rate  of 
assessment  for  said  period  payable  by 
each  handler  in  accordance  with  S  912.- 
41,  is  fixed  at  $0.0025  per  standard  pack¬ 
ed  box  of  grapefruit. 

(c)  Reserve.  Unexpended  assessment 
fimds  in  excess  of  expenses  incurred  dur¬ 
ing  the  fiscal  period  ended  July  31,  1974, 
and  prior  years  shall  be  carried  over  as 
a  reserve  in  accordance  with  S  912.42  of 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. » 

It  is  hereby  further  found  that  good 
cause  exists  for  not  postponing  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof  until  30  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  in  that  (1)  shipments  of  grapefruit 
are  now  being  made,  (2)  the  relevant 
provisions  of  said  marketing  agreement 
and  this  part  require  that  the  rate  of  as¬ 
sessment  herein  fixed  shall  be  applicable 
to  all  assessable  grapefruit  handled  dur¬ 
ing  the  aforesaid  period,  and  (3)  such 
period  began  on  August  1, 1974,  and  said 
rate  of  assessment  will  automatically 
apply  to  all  such  grapefruit  beginning 
with  such  date. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  (7  U.3.C. 
601-674) ) 

Dated:  December  3, 1974. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

(FR  Doo.74-28514  Filed  12-6-74;8:45  am] 


CHAPTER  X— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  MILK)  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

[MUk  Order  60] 

PART  1060— MILK  IN  THE  MINNESOTA- 
NORTH  DAKOTA  MARKETING  AREA 

Order  Suspending  Certain  Provisions 

This  order  of  suspension  is  issued  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) ,  and  of 
the  order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Minnesota-North  Dakota  market¬ 
ing  area. 

Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (39 
FR  40783)  concerning  a  proposed  sus¬ 
pension  of  certain  provisions  of  the  order. 
Interested  persons  were  afforded  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  file  written  data,  views,  and  ar¬ 
guments  thereon. 

After  consideration  of  all  relevant  ma¬ 
terial,  Including  the  proposal  set  fiu’th 


in  the  aforesaid  notice,  data,  views,  and 
arguments  filed  thereon,  and  other  avail¬ 
able  information,  it  is  hereby  foimd  and 
determined  that  for  ttie  months  of  De¬ 
cember  1974,  January  and  February  1975 
Uie  following  provisions  of  the  order  do 
not  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  Act: 

The  provisions  to  be  suspended  are  as 
follows: 

§  1060.13  [Amended] 

(1)  The  parts  of  paragraph  (c)(1) 
that  read,  “Diuing  March  through 
Jime”  and  “During  the  months  of  July 
through  February  such  handler  may  di¬ 
vert  an  aggregate  quantity  not  exceeding 
50  percent  of  the  milk  of  all  such  pro¬ 
ducers  whose  milk  has  been  received  at  a 
pool  plant(s)  for  at  least  3  days  during 
the  month.” 

(2)  The  parts  of  paragraph  (c)(2) 
that  read,  “During  March  through 
Jime”  and  “During  the  months  of  July 
through  February  such  handler  may  di¬ 
vert  an  aggregate  quantity  not  exceeding 
50  percent  of  the  milk  of  all  such  pro¬ 
ducers  whose  milk  has  been  received  at 
his  pool  plant(s)  for  at  least  3  days  dur¬ 
ing  the  month.” 

(3)  Paragraph  (c)  (3)  in  its  entirety. 
Statement  of  consideration.  This  sus¬ 
pension  action  will  permit  unlimited  di¬ 
version  of  producer  milk  under  the 
Minnesota-North  Dakota  order  during 
December  1974,  January  and  February 
1975. 

The  order  provides  that  during  any 
month  of  July  through  February,  a  co¬ 
operative  association  may  divert  for  its 
accoimt  a  total  quantity  of  milk  not  in 
excess  of  50  percent  of  the  milk  of  all 
member  producers  whose  milk  has  been 
received  at  a  pool  plant  (s)  for  at  least 
three  days  during  the  month. 

Similarly,  a  handler  in  his  capacity  as 
the  operator  of  a  pool  plant  may  divert 
for  his  accoimt  the  milk  of  producers, 
other  than  members  of  a  cooperative  as¬ 
sociation  that  is  a  diverting  handler 
during  the  month.  Total  diversions  may 
not  exceed  50  percent  of  the  milk  of  all 
such  producers  whose  milk  has  been 
receiv^  at  his  pool  plant(s)  for  at  least 
three  days  during  the  month.  The  order 
provides  for  unlimited  diversion  during 
the  months  of  March  through  June. 

The  suspension  action  is  requested  by 
Mid-America  Dairymen,  Inc.,  and  is 
supported  by  two  other  cooperative  as¬ 
sociations.  These  cooperatives  represent 
producers  who  supply  a  malor  portion  of 
the  market’s  total  fluid  milk  needs. 

For  purposes  of  efficient  handling,  co¬ 
operatives  in  this  market  normally  di¬ 
vert  reserve  fluid  milk  supplies  to  non¬ 
pool  manufacturing  plants.  It  is  ex¬ 
pected,  however,  that  in  the  months  of 
December  1974,  January  and  February 
1975,  reserve  milk  supplies  associated 
with  regulated  plants  imder  the  Minne¬ 
sota-North  Dakota  order  will  exceed  the 
specified  diversion  limits.  Producer  milk 
supplies  on  the  Hxarket  in  1974  have  been 
generally  at  a  higher  level  than  in  1973, 
but  fiuid  sales  have  been  lower  than  in 
the  previous  year. 


Unless  the  suspension  action  is  taken, 
therefore,  a  portion  of  the  reserve  milk 
of  the  market,  if  it  is  to  be  priced  under 
the  order,  would  have  to  be  moved  from 
farms  to  pool  plants  and  then  reshipped 
to  manufacturing  plants  rather  than 
being  diverted. 

This  temporary  suspension  action  will 
allow  more  economic  handling  of  the 
market’s  reserve  milk  while  at  the  same 
time  making  it  possible  for  the  dairy 
farmers  regularly  associated  with  the 
market  to  retain  producer  status. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined  that 
thirty  days’  notice  of  the  effective  date 
hereof  is  impractical,  unnecessary  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  in  that: 
a.  This  suspension  is  necessary  to  reflect 
current  marketing  conditions  and  to 
maintain  orderly  marketing  conditions  in 
the  marketing  area  in  that  the  most  ef¬ 
ficient  method  of  handling  the  maiket’s 
reserve  milk  supply  is  movement  directly 
from  producers’  farms  to  milk  manufac¬ 
turing  plants.  This  suspension  will  allow 
such  handling  on  an  unlimited  basis  dur¬ 
ing  December  1974,  January  and  Febru¬ 
ary  1975,  while  the  dairy  farmers  in¬ 
volved  retain  producer  status. 

b.  ’This  suspension  does  not  require  of 
persons  affected  substantial  or  extensive 
preparation  prior  to  the  effective  date; 
and 

c.  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  was 
given  interested  parties  and  they  were 
afforded  opportunity  to  file  written  data, 
views  or  arguments  concerning  this  sus¬ 
pension.  No  views  were  received  in  oppo¬ 
sition  to  the  proposed  suspension. 

’Therefore,  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  this  order  effective  with  respect  to 
producer  milk  deliveries  during  Decem¬ 
ber  1974,  January  and  February  1975. 

It  is  therefore  ordered.  That  the  afore¬ 
said  provisions  of  the  order  are  hereby 
suspended  for  the  months  of  Decem¬ 
ber  1974,  January  and  February  1975. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended  (7  n.S.C, 
601-674) ) 

Effective  date:  December  6, 1974. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on:  De¬ 
cember  3,  1974. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

{FR  Doc.74-28515  FUed  12-5-74;8:45  am] 


Title  14 — Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

[Docket  No.  74-NE-62;  Arndt.  39-2037] 

PART  39— nAIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Hamilton  Standard  Model  54H60 
Propellers 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 
an  airworthiness  directive  was  adopted 
on  November  15, 1974,  and  made  effective 
immediately,  before  further  flight,  for 
Hamilton  Standard  Model  54H60  pro¬ 
pellers.  On  November  19,  1974,  a  correc¬ 
tion  was  issued  to  remedy  errors  made  in 
the  transmission  of  certain  prc^ller  se¬ 
rial  numbers  and  text. 
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The  directive  reQiUres  replacement  of 
the  oil  transfer  tube  in  each  propeller 
identified  by  model  and  serial  number, 
liie  AD  is  necessary  to  remove  tubes  with 
undersize  walls  installed  in  propellers 
covered  by  the  serial  numbers  listed. 
Tests  have  shown  that  these  tubes  can 
fail  causing  loss  of  propeller  pitch  con¬ 
trol  and  pitchlocking. 

Since  it  was  found  that  immediate  cor¬ 
rective  action  was  required,  notice  and 
public  procedure  was  impractical  and 
contrary  to  the  public  Interest  and  good 
cause  existed  for  making  the  airworthi¬ 
ness  directive  effective  hnmediately. 

These  conditions  still  exist  and  the  air¬ 
worthiness  directive,  as  corrected,  is 
hereby  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  as  an  amendment  to  §  39.13  of  Part 
39  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  to 
make  it  effective  as  to  all  persons  operat¬ 
ing  aircraft  with  Hamilton  Standard 
Model  54H60  propellers  installed. 

Hakiltom  Standard.  Applies  to  Hamilton 
Standard  Model  54H60  prc^Uers  with 
the  following  serial  numbers  installed 
on,  but  not  limited  to.  liockheed  Models 
lr-38a  and  Ii-188  type  aircraft: 

Pbopbxxir  Model  64H60-81 

214617,  215113,  216206,  216284,  216443,  216498, 
215660,  215561,  216141,  216394,  217337, 
223669,  223810. 

Frofxlleb  Model  64H60-91 

233124,  238136,  233156  thru  233175,  233216 
thru  233221.  233295  thru  233298,  233836 

Fropelusr  Model  64H60-117 
thru  233346. 

213240.  216104,  216263,  216442,  217294,  217846, 
219020,  219497,  220052,  221334,  221945, 

222715,  223361,  223570,  223882,  223885, 

224146,  224327,  224724,  224730,  225867. 

225614,  226540,  226603,  225634,  226857, 

226279,  226480,  227098,  227104.  227212, 

227945,  228146,  228804,  238385.  229197, 

230076,  230415,  230454,  231098,  231099, 

281103,  231247,  231254,  281484,  231836, 

231830,  233162  thru  238155,  333186  thru 
233209,  233224  thru  233231,  233246  thru 
233273,  233299  thru  233334, 234146. 

To  preclude  failure  of  undersize  oU  trans¬ 
fer  tubes  and  possible  loss  of  propeller  con¬ 
trol  remove  P/N  636496,  oil  transfer  tube, 
before  fiurther  flight,  unless  already  accom- 
plUbed.  Replace  with  a  P/N  636496  oU  trans¬ 
fer  tube  which  has  been  inspected  using  a 
Hamilton  Standard  inspection  tool,  P/N 
HSD506611T601,  or  by  FAA  approved  equiva¬ 
lent  method,  and.  which  meets  or  exceeds 
mlnlm\im  wall  thickness  requirements  of 
HamUton  Standard  Alert  Service  Bulletin  HS 
Code  64H60-A68. 

The  manufacturer’s  specifications  identi¬ 
fied  and  described  in  this  directive  are  incor¬ 
porated  herein  and  made  a  part  hereof  pur¬ 
suant  to  6  TTJS.C.  562(a)  (i).  All  persons  af¬ 
fected  by  this  directive  who  have  not  already 
received  these  documents  may  obtain  ct^ies 
upon  request  to  the  Hamilton  Standard  Di¬ 
vision,  United  Aircraft  Corporation,  Wind¬ 
sor  Locks,  Connecticut  06096.  These  docu¬ 
ments  may  also  be  examined  at  FAA,  New 
England  Region,  12  New  England  Executive 
Park,  Burlington,  Massachusetts  01803. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective 
December  6,  1974  for  all  persons  except 
those  to  whom  li  was  i^de  effective  im¬ 
mediately  by  telegrain.'  • 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UB.C.  1364(a)  1421, 


and  1423)  and  of  sec.  (c)  of  the  Department 
of  Tran^mrtatlon  Act  (49  UJ3.C.  1666(e)) 

(The  incorporation  of  reference  provision  in 
this  document  was  approved  by  the  Directed 
of  the  Federal  Register  on  June  19, 1967.) 

Issued  in  Burlington,  Massachusetts, 
on  November  25, 1974. 

Ferris  J.  Howland, 
Director,  New  England  Region. 

(FR  Doc.74-28481  FUed  12-5-74:8:46  am] 

(Docket  No.  12169:  Arndt.  Nos.  103-22:  121- 
113;  123-6:  and  135-40] 

CARRIAGE  OF  OXYGEN  FOR  MEDICAL 
USE 

Storage,  Use,  and  Restriction  in  Aircraft 
Passenger  Compartments 

The  purpose  of  these  amendments  to 
Parts  103,  121,  and  135  of  ttie  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  is  to  allow  the  car¬ 
riage  of  oxygen  for  medical  purposes,  in 
addition  to  that  already  carried  as  sup¬ 
plemental  and  first-aid  oxygen,  in  the 
passenger  compartment  of  aircraft  oper¬ 
ated  by  the  holders  of  a  Part  121  or 
Part  135  certificate. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportuni^  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  this  amendment  by  a  Notice  of 
Proposed  Rule  Making  (Notice  73-19) 
Issued  on  June  7,  1973,  and  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  June  18,  1973 
(38  FR  15852).  Due  consideration  has 
been  given  to  all  comments  presented  in 
response  to  the  Notice.  Except  for  minor 
editorial  changes,  and  except  as  specifi¬ 
cally  discussed  hereinafter,  these  amend¬ 
ments  and  the  reasons  therefor  are  the 
same  as  those  in  Notice  No.  73-19. 

The  FAA  received  30  public  comments 
in  response  to  Notice  73-19.  Most  of  the 
comments  generally  favored  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  amendments.  Some 
commentators  recommended  certain 
changes  that  are  discussed  hereinafter. 
Several  commentators  made  suggestions 
that  were  not  within  the  scope  of  the 
Notice,  and,  accordingly,  those  comments 
are  not  discussed,  but  will  be  retained 
by  the  FAA  for  consideration  with  regard 
to  future  rule-making  proceedings. 

A  number  of  commentators  asserted 
that  allowing  passengers  to  bring  on 
board  their  own  high  pressure  gaseous 
oxygen  units,  which  are  uncontrolled  and 
could  be  contaminated  with  grease,  oil, 
or  other  fiammable  materials,  would  cre¬ 
ate  a  potential  for  serious  fire  and  explo¬ 
sion.  One  commentator,  a  manufacturer 
of  oxygen  dispensing  equipment,  stated 
that  there  is  no  way  to  ensure  that  these 
imits  have  not  been  contaminated  with 
grease  or  other  fiammable  lubricants 
during  maintenance  or  refilling.  Another 
oxygen  equipment  manufacturer  asserted 
that  it  is  impossible  for  an  airline  oper¬ 
ator,  and  sometimes  even  the  owner,  to 
know  how  a  piece  of  equipment  has  been 
indeed,  altere<l,  or  repaired,  l.e.  whether 
cleaifiiness  has  been  observed  in  its  fill¬ 
ing,  and  whether  it  has  been  subjected 


to  abuse,  resulting  in  damage.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  several  commentators,  including  the 
Air  Transport  Association  (ATA),  con¬ 
tended  that  it  would  be  impractical  to 
place  on  the  operator  the  burden  of 
determining  the  acceptability  of  equip¬ 
ment  supplied  by  a  passenger. 

After  consideration  of  these  comments 
and  further  study,  the  FAA  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  objections  voiced  by  these 
commentators  have  merit.  In  order  to 
avoid  the  problem  of  possible  internal 
contamination  the  rule  as  adopted  pro¬ 
vides  that  no  pressurized  oxygen  cylin¬ 
der  may  be  used  unless  it  has  been  main¬ 
tained  in  accordance  with  an  FAA  ap¬ 
proved  maintenance  program  by  a  Part 
121  or  Part  135  certificate  holder  since 
either  its  purchase  new  or  its  last  hy¬ 
drostatic  test. 

Moreover,  in  view  of  the  standard  of 
care  in  the  operation  of  oxygen  storage 
and  dispensing  equipment  required  by 
tiie  rules  adopted  in  this  amendment, 
the  FAA  believes  that  the  use  of  this 
equipment  should  be  confined  to  aircraft 
operated  by  the  holders  of  Part  121  or 
Part  135  certificates.  In  view  of  this,  and 
since  Part  123  certificate  holders  do  not 
have  approved  maintenance  programs, 
the  rule  as  adopted  amends  Part  123  to 
specifically  except  new  1  121.574  from 
those  provisions  (ff  Part  121  which  apply 
to  the  holder  of  a  Part  123  operating 
certificate. 

Several  commentators  inquired 
whether  the  proposed  rule  would  imply 
to  oxygen  eqiiipment  dispensing  gaseous 
oxygen  that  is  stored  in  a  liquid  form 
or  is  generated  at  the  time  of  use  from 
the  reaction  of  certain  solid  chemicals. 
The  intent  of  the  proposed  regulations 
was  to  provide  for  the  carriage  by  a  pas¬ 
senger  for  a  medical  purpose  of  any  form 
of  oxygen  storage  and  dispensing  equip¬ 
ment,  including  both  liquid  units  and 
chemical  oxygen  generators.  New  6  103.- 
1(c)  (6)  makes  it  clear  that  Part  103  does 
not  apply  to  any  dangerous  article  used 
for  the  generation  of  oxygen  when  It 
is  carried  for  medical  use  by  a  passenger 
in  accordance  with  new  S  121.574  or 
new  S  135.114. 

The  FAA  believes  that  the  same  prob¬ 
lem  of  possible  tntemal  contamination 
exists  with  respect  to  liquid  oxygen  con¬ 
tainers  as  it  does  with  pressurized  units, 
since  the  former  are  al^  subject  to  pos¬ 
sible  contamination  during  refilling.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  rule  as  adopted  requires 
that  any  liquid  oxygen  storage  unit  car¬ 
ried  in  the  cabin  of  a  passenger-carrying 
aircraft  must  have  b^n  maintained  in 
accordance  with  an  FAA  approved  main¬ 
tenance  program  by  a  Part  121  or  Part 
135  certificate  holder  since  its  purchase 
new  or  since  its  last  purging. 

Containers  used  to  store  the  chemicals 
used  in  chemical  oxygen  generators  are 
not  refillable  and  are  not  subject  to  the 
same  internal  contamination  possibilities 
as  liquid  or  pressurized  units.  However, 
when  using  any  oxygen  dispensing  equip¬ 
ment,  including  a  chemical  oxygen  gen¬ 
erator,  there  is  a  danger  of  a  flash  fire  if 
a  flammable  contaminant  is  present  on 
any  exterior  surface.  Moreover,  damage 
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to  dispensing  equipment  due  to  mishan¬ 
dling  during  storage  or  servicing  could 
result  In  malfunction  of  the  equipment 
which  could  cause  injury  to  a  passenger 
or  flight  attendant.  In  view  of  this,  the 
regulation,  as  adopted,  requires  that  any 
equipment  for  the  storage,  generation,  or 
dispensing  of  oxygen  used  by  passengers 
must  be  furnished  by  the  certificate 
holder  and  maintained  in  stccordance 
with  its  FAA-approved  maintenance  pro¬ 
gram. 

Notice  73-19  contained  the  proposed 
requirement  that  oxygen  equipment  used 
passengers  be  either  of  an  approved 
type  or  conform  to  the  manufacturing, 
packaging,  marking,  labeling,  and  main¬ 
tenance  requirements  of  Pails  171,  172, 
and  173  of  Title  49,  except  as  necessary 
for  the  normal  operation  of  the  unit.  Sev¬ 
eral  commentators  questioned  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  word  “approved.”  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  definition  of  “approved”  In 
S  1.1  of  Part  1  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulation,  the  word,  as  it  is  used  in  the 
notice  and  this  amendment,  means  ap¬ 
proval  by  the  Administrator  or  the  per¬ 
son  to  whom  he  delegates  his  authority 
for  that  approval. 

With  respect  to  the  proposed  alterna¬ 
tive  requirement  that  the  equipment  con¬ 
form  to  the  requirements  of  49  CFR 
Parts  171,  172,  and  173,  the  rule,  as 
adopted,  has  been  clarified  by  replacing 
the  phrase  “except  as  necessary  for  the 
normal  operation  of  the  unit”  with  a 
specific  exception  from  the  requirement 
of  S  173.24(a)(1).  That  section  requires 
that  each  package  used  for  shipping  haz¬ 
ardous  materials  be  so  designed  and  con¬ 
structed  that  under  conditions  normally 
incident  to  transportation  there  will  be 
no  significant  release  of  the  hazardous 
materials  to  the  environment.  The  FAA 
recognizes  that  a  small  amount  of  oxygen 
may  be  released  into  the  environment 
during  the  time  that  a  passenger  is  using 
a  gaseous  oxygen  unit  and  that  liquid 
oxygen  systems  continuously  vent  a  small 
amount  of  oxygen.  While  the  FAA  does 
not  consider  the  release  of  these  amounts 
as  either  significant  or  a  safety  hazard, 
the  exception  has  been  provided  to  make 
It  clear  that  this  release  is  permissible. 

The  smoking  prohibitions  in  §§  121.574 
(b)  and  135.114(b),  as  adopted,  provide 
that  no  person  may  smoke,  and  no  cer¬ 
tificate  holder  may  allow  any  person  to 
smoke,  within  10  feet  of  oxygen  storage 
and  dispensing  equipment  carried  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraphs  (a)  of  those 
sections.  The  ATA  suggested  that  the 
proposed  smoking  prohibition  could  be 
more  easily  administered  If  the  phrase 
“within  10  feet”  were  changed  to  “in  the 
row  of  seats  in  front,  behind  or  across 
the  aisle  from”  the  row  of  seats  in  which 
the  person  using  oxygen  is  seated.  The 
FAA  believes  that  the  distance  within 
which  smoking  is  not  permitted  should 
be  specific  and  not  related  to  seat  size 
and  aisle  width.  However,  for  ease  of 
administration,  a  certificate  holder  may 
choose  to  prohibit  smoking  within  a  spe¬ 
cific  seating  area  that  It  has  determined 
will  ensure,  based  on  the  specific  seating 
configuration  Ot  the  aircraft,  that  the 


10-foot  minimum  separation  is  main¬ 
tained. 

The  Air  Une  Pilots  Association  ex¬ 
pressed  the  opinion  that  smoking  should 
not  be  allowed  anywhere  in  the  cabin  of 
the  aircraft  if  oxygen  dispenshig  equip¬ 
ment  is  in  use.  The  FAA  does  not  agree 
that  smoking  should  be  prohibited  en¬ 
tirely  in  the  [>assenger  compartment, 
since  it  believes  that,  beyond  10  feet  from 
the  oxygen  dispensing  equipment,  es¬ 
caping  oxygen  is  sufQciently  dissipated 
into  the  surrounding  air  so  as  not  to 
create  any  fire  hazard. 

Some  commentators  warned  against 
smoking  even  when  the  equipment  is  not 
in  operation,  especially  in  the  case  of 
liquid  oxygen  systems  which  continu¬ 
ously  vent  oxygen  even  when  not  in  use. 
The  provlsiop  as  adopted  clearly  pro¬ 
hibits  smoking  within  the  specified  dis- 
tcmce  whether  or  not  the  equipment  is 
being  operated. 

The  ATA  asserted  that  it  would  be  an 
untenable  burden  on  an  operator  to  de¬ 
termine  the  amount  of  oxygen  required 
to  meet  the  medical  needs  of  a  passenger 
during  a  flight.  In  this  connection,  sev¬ 
eral  commentators  suggested  that  the 
proposed  required  physician’s  statement 
should  specify  the  necessary  flow  rate 
and  the  duration  of  the  need.  In  addition, 
some  cautioned  that  the  passenger’s 
physician  may  think  that  pressurized  air¬ 
craft  are  maintained  at  sea  level  pressure 
altitude,  and  would  not  ordinarily  think 
to  warn  a  patient  on  oxygen  therapy  of 
the  need  to  Increase  flow  during  ^ht. 

Upon  further  consideration,  the  FAA 
believes  that,  except  in  the  case  of  “air 
ambulances”,  the  passenger  should  pro¬ 
vide  the  certificate  holder  with  an  ac¬ 
curate  means  of  determining  what 
quantity  of  oxygen  covild  be  needed  dur¬ 
ing  flight,  so  that  the  probability  of  an 
inflight  medical  emergency  resulting 
from  Uie  exhaustion  of  the  passenger’s 
oxygen  supply  would  be  remote.  There¬ 
fore,  the  regulation  as  adopted  requires 
that  the  physician’s  statement  of  need 
specify  the  maximum  quantity  of  oxygen 
needed  each  hour  and  the  maximum  flow 
rate  needed  for  the  pressure  altitude  cor¬ 
responding  to  the  pressure  in  the  cabin 
of  the  airplane  under  normal  operating 
conditions.  Under  the  regulation  'as 
adopted,  when  such  a  physician’s  state¬ 
ment  is  required,  the  total  quantity  of 
oxygen  canled  must  be  equal  to  the 
maxlmxim  quantity  of  oxygen  needed 
each  hour,  as  specified  in  the  ph3rsiclan’s 
statement,  multiplied  by  the  nxunber  of 
hours  used  to  compute  the  amount  of 
required  fuel.  This  will  ensure  that  the 
amount  of  oxygen  carried  will  be  suffi¬ 
cient  to  meet  the  passenger’s  needs 
throughout  the  flight,  including  any  pos- 
sible  delay. 

One  ccHnmentator,  the  coductor  of  an 
“air  ambulance”  service,  contended  that 
the  proposed  requirement  that  the  pas¬ 
senger  furnish  a  statement  of  need  signed 
a  licensed  physician  could  create  ex¬ 
treme  hardship  for  operators  of  air  am¬ 
bulance  flights  and  their  patient-passen¬ 
gers.  It  stated  that,  although  oxygen 
therapy  may  not  be  required  as  a  normal 


part  of  a  patient’s  course  of  treatment 
and  upon  departure  of  the  air  ambulance 
flight  the  patient  may  be.  in  a  stable 
cardiopulmonary  condition,  the  eontin- 
gen(;y  of  a  cardiopulmonary  emergency 
arising  in  flight  must  be  anticipated,  and 
also  the  need  for  oxygen  must  be  antici¬ 
pated  when  picking  up  a  patient  in  re¬ 
mote  areas.  The  FAA  concurs  in  this 
ccmunent,  and,  as  adopted  in  this  amend¬ 
ment,  the  requirement  for  a  physician's 
statement  does  not  apply  to  the  carriage 
of  oxygen  in  an  airplane  operated  by  the 
holder  of  a  Part  121  or  Part  135  certifi¬ 
cate  in  which  no  passenger  is  carried 
other  than  a  person  who  may  have  a 
medical  need  for  oxygen  during  the 
flight,  one  relative  or  other  interested 
person  for  each  such  passenger,  and  a 
medical  attendant.  Moreover,  the  car¬ 
riage  of  a  specific  quantity  of  oxygen  is 
not  required,  the  amount  being  left  to 
the  judgment  erf  the  “air  ambulance” 
operator. 

A  number  of  commentators  suggested 
that  147  cubic  inches  water  capacity  is 
not  a  practical  limit  on  the  si^  of  the 
oxygen  cylinders  to  be  carried,  since  lim¬ 
iting  the  size  of  oxygen  cylinders  as  pro¬ 
posed  could  require  the  carriage  of  an 
unreasonable  number  of  cylinders  on 
flights  of  long  duration.  In  light  of  the 
fact  that  under  the  regulation  as  adopted 
the  oxygen  storage  and  dispensing  equip¬ 
ment  will  be  furnished  by  the  holder  of 
a  Part  121  or  Part  135  certificate,  the 
FAA  believes  that  it  is  not  necessary  to 
limit  the  size  of  the  equipment  in  o^er 
to  ensure  that  the  operator  will  be  pre¬ 
pared  to  safely  stow  and  secure  it.  Prep¬ 
arations  can  be  made  in  advance  of  the 
passenger’s  boarding  of  the  aircraft.  Ac¬ 
cordingly.  the  rule  as  adopted  contains 
no  limit  on  the  size  of  oxygen  cylinders 
that  may  be  carried. 

One  commentator,  a  manufacturer 
and  supplier  of  oxygen  equipment,  cau¬ 
tioned  that  the  disconnect^  or  connect¬ 
ing  of  a  dispensing  device  from  a  high 
pressure  oxygen  cylinder  could  result  in 
a  flash  fire  or  explosion  if  the  dispens¬ 
ing  device  or  cylinder  were  to  become 
contaminated  in  the  process.  After  con¬ 
sideration  of  this  problem,  the  FAA  has 
concluded  that  the  connecting  or  dis¬ 
connecting  of  cylinders  for  the  storage 
of  gaseous  oxygen  should  not  be  allowed 
while  passengers  are  on  board  the  air¬ 
plane,  and  the  rule  as  adopted  prohibits 
this.  Accordingly,  whenever  a  certificate 
holder  provides  more  than  one  gaseous 
oxygen  cylinder  for  a  flight,  each  cyl¬ 
inder  will  have  to  have  its  own  dispens¬ 
ing  device,  or  the  cylinders  will  have  to 
be  interconnected  in  such  a  manner  that 
no  connecting  or  disconnecting  will  be 
necessary  in  flight. 

Another  commentator  objected  to  the 
proposed  requirement  that  each  oxygen 
cylinder  have  an  “oxygen  cylinder  gauge 
pressure”  that  does  not  exceed  the  rated 
cylinder  pressure,  because  it  seemed  to 
him  to  suggest  &at  a  cylinder  without 
its  own  pressure  gauge  might  have  to 
be  check^  with  some  type  of  test  gauge 
which  could  cause  a  fire  if  contaminated. 
The  intent  of  the  proposed  provision 
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was  not  to  require  that  the  pressxire  of 
a  cylinder  not  equipped  with  a  pressure 
gauge  be  checked  before  being  carried 
aboard  the  airplane  when  reliable  infor¬ 
mation  as  to  its  actual  pressure  already 
exists.  Accordingly,  the  provision  as 
adopted  has  been  clarified  to  require  only 
that  the  pressure  in  any  oxygen  cylinder 
not  exceed  the  rated  cylinder  pressure 
for  that  cylinder. 

Two  commentators  sugested  that  the 
proposed  requirement  that  the  equip¬ 
ment  be  capable  of  providing  a  minimum 
mass  fiow  of  oxygen  to  the  user  of  four 
liters  per  minute  might  confiict  with  the 
six  liter  per  minute  requirement  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Proposed  Statement 
Policy  issued  by  the  Pood  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  (FDA)  of  the  Department 
of  Health.  Education,  and  Welfare  on 
February  29.  1972  (published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  March  16.  1972;  37  FR 
5501).  The  PAA  does  not  agree,  and 
the  requirement  has  been  adopted  as 
proposed. 

The  six  liter  per  minute  requirement 
in  the  FDA  proposal  would  apply  only  to 
emergency  oxygen  administration  imits, 
which  are  sold  over-the-counter  without 
prescription.  1-Jo  minimum  fiow  require¬ 
ment  was  proposed  for  oxygen  dispens¬ 
ing  equipment  for  other  medical  oxygen 
deficiency  applications,  which  are  sold 
by  prescription.  However,  imder  new 
S§  121.574  and  135.114.  all  equipment 
provided  would  have  to  be  capable  of 
providing  a  minimum  mass  fiow  of  four 
liters  per  minute.  If  the  oxygen  eqidp- 
ment  provided  th;.  passenger  is  an  emer¬ 
gency  oxygen  administration  tmit  within 
the  meaning  of  FDA  regulations,  then 
the  proposed  FDA  fiow  capability  re¬ 
quirement  Of  six  liters  per  minute,  if 
adopted,  would  also  have  to  be  complied 
with. 

As  stated  in  Notice  73-19,  the  purpose 
of  the  four  liter  per  minute  capability 
requirement  is  to  enable  the  passenger  to 
supply  himself  with  the  amotmt  of  oxy¬ 
gen  needed  in  the  event  of  an  emergency 
cabin  decompression,  without  having  to 
switdi  to  the  aircraft  oxygen  system. 
Contrary  to  the  bdlef  of  some  c<mi- 
mentators,  this  requirement  does  not 
prevent  the  passenger's  physician  from 
prescribing  a  fiow  of  oxygen  less  than 
or  more  than  four  liters  per  minute,  but 
merely  applies  to  the  capability  of  the 
equipment. 

The  ATA  suggested  that  the  proposed 
requirement  that  the  pilot  in  command 
be  advised  when  the  oxygen  equipment 
Is  in  use  be  changed  to  require  only  no¬ 
tice  of  "its  Intended  use  during  the 
fiight”,  so  that,  in  the  case  of  a  pas¬ 
senger  who  needs  oxygen  only  inter¬ 
mittently,  the  pilot  would  not  have  to 
be  distracted  by  repeatedly  being  ad¬ 
vised  the  equipment  is  being  used.  The 
FAA  agrees  with  this  comment,  and,  ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  requirement  as  adopted 
has  been  changed  to  conform  to  this 
suggestion. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  there  is  an 
immediate  need  for  the  use  of  oxygen 
equipment,  other  than  supplemental  or 
first-aid  oxygen,  in  the  passenger  com¬ 
partments  of  aircraft  operated  by  the 
holders  of  Part  121  and  Part  135  op¬ 


erating  certificates,  I  find  that  good 
cause  exists  for  making  these  amend¬ 
ments  ^ectlve  on  less  than  30  days 
notice. 

(Secs.  31S(a) .  601  (a) ,  and  903(b)  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Avlatton  Act  of  1988:  (49  T7JB.O.  1384(a), 
1421(a),  and  1473(h)).  Sec.  e(c)  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Act;  (49  UA.C. 
1658(0))) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
for  the  reasons  stated  in  Notice  No.  73- 
19,  Parts  103,  121,  123,  and  135  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  are 
amended,  effective  December  9,  1974,  as 
follows: 

PART  103— TRANSPORTATION  OF  DAN¬ 
GEROUS  ARTICLES  AND  MAGNETIZED 
MATERIALS 

1.  By  amending  paragraph  (c)  of 
§  103.1  by  deleting  the  period  at  the  end 
of  subparagraph  (5)  and  substituting 
therefor  the  phrase  and  ’’  and  by  add¬ 
ing  a  new  subparagraph  (6)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  103.1  ApplicabUity. 

•  «  *  •  • 

(c)  Ttiis  part  does  not  apply  to — 

•  *  •  •  • 

(6)  Oxygen,  or  any  dangerous  article 
used  for  the  generation  of  oxygen,  car¬ 
ried  for  medical  use  by  a  passenger  in 
accordance  with  §  121.574  or  i  135.114  of 
this  chapter. 


PART  121— CERTIFICATION  AND  OPERA¬ 
TIONS:  DOMESTIC,  FLAG,  AND  SUP¬ 
PLEMENTAL  AIR  CARRIERS  AND  COM¬ 
MERCIAL  OPERATORS  OF  LARGE 
AIRCRAFTS 

2.  By  adding  a  new  S  121.574  to  Part 
121  to  read  as  follows: 

§  121.574  Oxygen  for  medical  use  by 
passengers. 

(a)  A  certificate  holder  may  allow  a 
passenger  to  carry  and  operate  equip¬ 
ment  for  the  storage,  generation,  or  dis¬ 
pensing  of  oxygen  when  the  following 
conditions  are  met: 

(1)  The  equipment  is — 

(1)  Furnished  by  the  certificate  holder; 
(11)  Of  an  approved  ^pe  or  is  in  con¬ 
formity  with  the  manufacturing,  pack¬ 
aging,  marking,  labeling,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  requirements  of  49  CFR  Parts  171, 
172,  and  173,  except  §  173.24(a)(1): 

(iii)  Maintained  by  the  certificate 
holder  in  accordance  with  an  approved 
maintenance  program; 

(iv)  Free  of  fiammable  contaminants 
on  an  exterior  siulaces; 

(v)  Capable  of  providing  a  minimum 
mass  fiow  of  oxygen  to  the  user  of  four 
liters  per  minute; 

(vi)  Constructed  so  that  aU  valves,  fit¬ 
tings,  and  gauges  are  protected  from 
damage;  and 

(vil)  Appropriately  secured. 

(2)  When  the  oxygen  is  stored  in  the 
form  of  a  liquid,  the  equipment  has  been 
under  the  certificate  holder’s  approved 
maintenance  program  since  its  purchase 
new  or  since  the  storage  container  was 
last  purged. 

(3)  When  the  oxygen  is  stored  in  the 
form  of  a  compressed  gas  as  defined  in 
49  CFR  8  173.300(a)  — 


(1)  The  equipment  has  been  under  the 
certificate  holder’s  approved  mainte¬ 
nance  program  since  its  purchase  new  or 
since  the  last  hydrostatic  test  of  the 
storage  cylinder;  and 

(li)  The  pressure  in  any  oxygen  cylin¬ 
der  does  not  exceed  the  rated  cylin¬ 
der  pressure. 

(4)  Each  person  using  the  equipment 
has  a  medical  need  to  use  it  evidenced  by 
a  written  statement  signed  by  a  licensed 
physician  which  specifies  the  maximum 
quantity  of  oxygen  needed  each  hour  and 
the  maximum  fiow  rate  needed  for  the 
pressure  altitude  corresponding  to  the 
pressure  in  the  cabin  of  the  airplane 
imder  normal  operating  conditions.  This 
subparagraph  does  not  apply  to  the  car¬ 
riage  of  oxygen  in  an  airplane  in  which 
the  only  passengers  carried  are  persons 
who  may  have  a  medical  need  for  oxygen 
during  fiight,  no  more  than  one  relative 
or  other  interested  person  for  each  of 
those  persons,  and  medical  attendants. 

(5)  When  a  physician’s  statement  is 
required  by  subparagraph  (4)  of  this 
paragraph,  the  total  quantity  of  oxygen 
carried  is  equal  to  the  maximum  quan¬ 
tity  of  oxygen  needed  each  hour,  as  spec¬ 
ified  in  the  physician’s  statement,  mul¬ 
tiplied  by  the  number  of  hours  used  to 
compute  the  amount  of  airplane  fuel  re¬ 
quired  by  this  part. 

(6)  The  pilot  in  commaqd  is  advised 
when  the  equipment  is  on  board,  and 
when  it  is  intended  to  be  used. 

(7)  The  equipment  is  stowed,  and  each 
person  using  the  equipment  is  seated,  so 
as  not  to  restrict  access  to  or  use  of  any 
required  emergency,  or  regular  exit  or  of 
the  aisle  in  the  passenger  compartment. 

(b)  No  person  may.  and  no  certificate 
holder  may  allow  any  person  to,  smoke 
within  10  feet  of  oxygen  storage  and 
dl^nsing  equipment  carried  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

(c)  No  certificate  holder  may  allow 
any  person  to  connect  or  disconnect  oxy¬ 
gen  dispensing  equipment,  to  or  from  a 
gaseous  oxygen  cylinder  while  any  pas¬ 
senger  is  aboard  the  airplane. 

(d)  The  requirements  of  this  section 
do  not  apply  to  the  carriage  of  supple¬ 
mental  or  first-aid  oxygen  and  related 
equipment  required  by  this  chapter. 


PART  123— CERTIFICATION  AND  OPERA¬ 
TIONS:  AIR  TRAVEL  CLUBS  USING 
LARGE  AIRPLANES 

3.  By  amending  paragraph  (k)  of 
8  123.27  by  deleting  the  phrase  “and 
121.548’’  and  substituting  therefor  the 
phrase  121.548,  and  121.574.’’ 


PART  135— AIR  TAXI  OPERATORS  AND 
COMMERCIAL  OPERATORS  OF  SMALL 
AIRCRAFT 

4.  By  adding  a  new  8  135.114  to  Part 
135  to  read  as  f<^ows: 

§  135.114  Oxygen  for  medical  use  by 
passengers. 

(a)  A  certificate  holder  may  allow  a 
passenger  to  carry  and  operate  equip¬ 
ment  for  the  storage,  generation,  or  dis¬ 
pensing  of  oxygen  when  the  following 
conditions  are  met: 
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(1)  Tbe  equipment  Is — 

(i)  Furnished  by  the  oertiflcate  holder: 

<ii)  Of  an  approved  type  or  is  In  con- 
fcHinlty  with  the  manufacturing,  pack¬ 
aging,  marking,  labding,  and  mainte¬ 
nance  reqiiirements  of  49  CFR  Parts  171, 
172,  and  173,  except  5  173.24(a)(1): 

(iii)  Maintained  by  the  certificate 
holder  in  accordance  with  an  approved 
maintenance  program; 

(iv)  Free  of  flammable  contaminants 
on  all  exterior  surfaces: 

(y)  Capable  of  providing  a  minimum 
mass  flow  of  oxygen  to  the  user  of  lour 
liters  per  minute; 

(vi)  Constructed  so.  that  all  valves, 
fittings,  and  gauges  are  protected  frcHn 
damage;  and 

(vli)  Appropriately  secured. 

(2)  When  the  oxygen  is  stored  in  the 
form  of  a  liquid,  the  equipment  has  been 
xmder  the  certificate  holder's  approved 
maintenance  program  since  its  purchase 
new  or  since  the  storage  container  was 
last  ptu'ged. 

(3)  When  the  oxygen  is  stcn«d  in  the 
fmm  of  a  compressed  gas  as  defined  In 
49  CFR  5  173.300(a)  — 

(1)  The  equipment  has  been  under  the 
certificate  holder’s  approved  mainte¬ 
nance  program  since  its  purchase  new 
or  since  the  last  hydrostatic  test  of  the 
storage  cylinder;  and 

(ii)  The  pressure  in  any  oxygen  cylin¬ 
der  does  not  exceed  the  rated  cylinder 
pressure. 

(4)  Each  person  using  the  equipment 
has  a  medical  need  to  use  it  evl^nced 
by  a  written  statement  signed  by  a  li¬ 
censed  physician  which  specifies  the 
maximum  quantity  of  oxygen  needed 
each  hour  and  the  maximum  flow  rate 
needed  for  the  pressure  altitude  corre¬ 
sponding  to  the  pressure  in  the  cabin  of 
the  airplane  under  normal  operating 
conditions.  This  subparagraph  does  not 
apply  to  the  carriage  of  oxygen  in  an  air¬ 
plane  in  which  the  only  passengers  car¬ 
ried  are  persons  who  may  have  a  medlcsd 
need  for  oxygen  during  flight,  no  more 
than  one  relative  or  other  interested  per¬ 
son  for  each  of  tho^e  persons,  and  medi¬ 
cal  attendants. 

(5)  When  a  physician’s  statement  is 
required  by  subparagrai^  (4)  of  this 
paragnqih,  the  total  quantity  of  oxygen 
carried  is  equal  to  the  maximum  quantity 
of  oxygen  needed  each  hour,  as  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  physician’s  statement,  multi¬ 
plied  by  the  number  of  hours  used  to 
compute  the  amount  of  airplane  fuel  re¬ 
quired  by  this  part. 

(6)  ’The  pilot  in  command  is  advised 
when  the  equipment  is  on  board,  and 
when  it  is  intended  to  be  used. 

(7)  The  equipment  is  stowed,  and  each 
person  using  the  equipment  is  seated,  so 
as  not  to  restrict  access  to  or  use  of  any 
required  emergency  or  regular  exit,  or  of 
the  aisle  in  the  passenger  comparhnent. 

(b)  No  person  may.  and  no  certificate 
holder  may  allow  any  person  to,  smoke 
within  10  feet  of  oxygen  storage  and  dis¬ 
pensing  equipment  carried  in  accordance 
with  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section. 

(c)  No  certificate  holder  may  allow 
any  perscm  to  connect  or  disconnect 


oxygen  dispensing  equipm^t,  to  or  from 
a  gaseous  oxygen  cylinder  while  any 
passenger  is  aboard  the  airplane. 

(d)  The  requirements  of  this  sectloa 
do  not  apply  to  the  carriage  of  supple¬ 
mental  or  first-aid  oxsrgen  and  related 
equipment  reciuired  by  this  chi4)ter. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Novem¬ 
ber  27,  1974. 

Alkxandxr  P.  Bxtttesfzkld, 
Administrator. 

IFR  Doc.74-28479  Piled  12-6-74:8:45  am| 


[Docket  No.  74-NS-47:  Arndt.  89-2036] 

PART  39— AIRWORTHINESS  DIRECTIVES 

Consolidated  Aeronautics  Inc.  Coloniai 
Model  C-1  and  C-2  Airplanes  Certifi¬ 
cated  in  All  Categories 

There  has  been  a  report  of  cracked  and 
failed  wing  rear  spar  fittings,  all  with 
distorted  bolt  holes,  on  a  Colonial  model 
C-1  airplane.  Since  this  condition  is 
likely  to  exist  or  develop  in  other  air¬ 
planes  of  the  same  type  design,  an  air¬ 
worthiness  directive  is  being  issued  to 
require  an  inspection  of  the  wing  rear 
spar  fittings  for  cracks,  failures  or  dis¬ 
torted  bolt  holes,  and  replacement,  if 
necessary,  on  Colonial  model  C-1  and 
C-2  airplanes. 

Since  a  situation  exists  that  requires 
immediate  ad(H>tion  of  this  regulation, 
it  is  found  that  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  hereon  are  impracticable  and  good 
cause  exists  for  making  this  amoidment 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  and 
pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (31  FR  13697), 

§  39.13  of  Part  39  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Regulations  is  amended  by  adding  the 
following  new  Airworthiness  Directive: 

OONSOUDATED  AZBOMAxmCS,  IMC.  AppUSS  tO 
(Colonial  Model  C-1  and  C-2  airplanes 
certificated  In  all  categories 

Compliance  required  within  the  next  10 
hours’  time  in  service  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  AD.  unless  already  accomplished 
within  the  preceding  90  hours'  time  In  serv¬ 
ice.  and  thereafter  at  intervals  not  to  exoeed 
100  hours’  time  in  service  from  the  Last 
Inspection. 

To  prevent  operation  with  cracked  or  failed 
wing  rear  spar  fittings  or  wing  rear  spar  fit¬ 
tings  with  distorted  bolt  holes,  accomplish 
the  following: 

(1)  Remove  the  cover  of  the  compartment 
oontalnlng  the  aUeron  control  system,  lo¬ 
cated  behind  the  fuel  tank  area,  and  visually 
Inspect  the  wing  rear  spar  left  and  right  fore 
fittings,  P/N’s  3200-151L  and  3200-lSlR,  tot 
cracks,  failures  or  distorted  bolt  holes. 

(2)  Remove  the  baggage  compartment  and 
vlsuaUy  Inspect  the  wing  rear  spar  left  and 
right  aft  fittings.  P/N’s  3200-148L  and  8200- 
148R,  for  cracks,  failures  or  distorted  Ixfit 
holes. 

(8)  Replace  cracked  or  faUed  fittings  or 
fittings  with  distorted  bolt  holes  prior  to 
further  flight. 

This  amendment  becomes  effective  De¬ 
cember  18, 1974. 


(Secs.  813(a).  601,  and  603  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  (49  UR.C.  1354(a),  1421, 
and  1428)  and  cff  sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department 
of  Tranq>ortatk>n  Act  (49  UA.C.  1655(c))) 

Issued  in  Burlingtcm,  Massachusetts, 
on  November  25, 1974. 

Ferris  J.  Howiand, 
Director,  New  England  RegUm. 

[PR  Doc.74-28480  Filed  12-6-74:8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  II— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

[Regulation  ER-888:  Amendment  No.  83  to 
Part  288] 

PART  28B— EXEMPTION  OF  AIR  CAR¬ 
RIERS  FOR  MILITARY  TRANSPORTATION 

Amendment  of  Part;  Correction 

The  effective  date  which  appeared  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  November  20, 
1974,  on  the  fourth  line  of  the  fourth 
full  paragraph  of  the  second  column  of 
page  40749  should  read  November  21, 
1974  instead  of  December  3,  1974. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board:  ^ 
Adopted:  November  14, 1974. 

Released:  November  21, 1974. 

[BEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28551  Filed  12-5-74:8:45  am] 


Title  17 — Commodity  and  Securities 
Exchanges 

CHAPTER  II— SECURITIES  AND 
EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 
[Release  35-18646  87-529] 

PART  250— GENERAL  RULES  AND  REiG- 
ULATIONS,  PUBLIC  UTILITY  HOLDING 
COMPANY  ACT  OF  1935 

Temporary  Suspension  of  the  Competitive 
Bidding  Requirements  of  Rule  50  and 
Onder  for  Hearing 

The  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission  has  temporarily  suspended  the 
competitive  bidding  requirements  of 
Rule  50  promulgated  under  sections  6(b) 
and  7  of  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  with  respect  to  com¬ 
mon  stock  issues  of  registsered  holding 
companies.  TTie  suspension  permits  but 
does  not  require  any  such  registered 
holding  company  to  issue  and  sell  its 
common  stock  without  competitive  bid¬ 
ding  prescribed  in  Rule  50.  The  Com¬ 
mission  ha  also  ordered  a  public  in¬ 
vestigatory  hearing  to  commence  on 
Monday,  January  6,  1975,  as  set  forth 
below. 

Unless  sooner  terminated  or  further 
extended,  the  suspension  shall  remain 
in  effect  until  and  including  March  31, 
1975.  But  a  common  stock  issue  may  be 
sold  within  30  days  thereafter  without 
competitive  biddinjg  if  the  proposed  of¬ 
fering  is  publicly  annoimced  no  later 
than  60  days  prior  to  March  31.  1975. 

This  temporary  suspension  is  to  per¬ 
mit  registered  compares  time  to  effect 
necessary  common  stock  financing  prior 
to  the  hearing  and  the  Commission’s 
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assessment  of  the  facto.  The  suspension 
Is  adopted  pursuant  to  section  20(a)  of 
the  Act.  No  textusd  amendment  to  Rule 
50  is  necessary.  Hie  temporary  suspea- 
sion  annotinced  herein  is  made  effective 
this  date  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
Title  5.  section  S5S<d)(l).  UJ3.C. 

The  Commisskm  published  a  notice  of 
the  proposed  suspenrion  on  July  l9, 1974, 
(Holding  Company  Act  Release  No. 
18504,  39  FB  27811)  which  Invited  writ¬ 
ten  comments  on  or  before  August  23, 
1974.  Comments  were  received  from  11 
registered  holding  companies,  six  un¬ 
derwriters,  an  association  of  electric 
utility  companies,  a  consumer  group  and 
the  Department  of  Jmtice.  One  under¬ 
writer,  the  Department  of  Justice  and 
the  consumer  group  object  to  the  pro- 
posaL  The  others,  in  general,  favored 
a  prolonged  suspenzton  of  Rule  50,  and 
requested  that  the  proposed  suspension 
be  extended  to  preferred  stock  and  long¬ 
term  debt. 

It  is  not  the  purpose  of  the  hearing 
to  debate  the  general  proposition  of 
whether  or  not  the  requirements  of  Rule 
50  provide  advantages  which  are  superior 
to  those  obtainable  through  negotiated 
underwritings.  The  hearing  is  directed 
to  investigating  whether  or  not  a  further 
suspension  is  necessary  and  is  addressed 
but  not  limited  to  the  following  ques¬ 
tions:  1.  What  classes  of  investors  are 
purchasing  common  stocks  of  electric 
and  gas  operating  and  holding  com¬ 
panies  and  in  what  proportions  for  each 
of  such  offerings? 

2.  Has  the  composition  of  Investors  in 
such  common  stocks  <dianged  since  1972 
and  in  what  respects?  How  do  such 
changes  differ  significantly  from  changes 
experienced  in  the  market  since  the 
Commission’s  adoption  at  compeUttve 
bidding  in  1941? 

3.  Have  institutional  Investors  been 
significantly  reducing  their  investments 
in  such  common  stocks  during  the  past 
two  years,  and  if  so,  what  data  tndlMte 
the  size  thereof  by  the  type  of  institu¬ 
tions?  Are  there  any  indications  as  to 
ture  intentions? 

4.  What  methods  are  employed  by 
underwriters  to  assess  ttie  market  for 
prospective  isues  of  utility  company  com- 
num  stodu  and  what  recent  changes,  if 
any.  have  occurred  which  affect  und»- 
writers’  ability  to  assess  Uiat  market? 

5.  What  standards  are  employed  by 
issuers  and  underwriters  for  selecting 
managers  and  the  other  underwriters  in 
the  group? 

6.  On  what  basis  is  the  sdling  conces¬ 
sion  determined  and  on  what  basis  is  the 
balance  of  the  imderwriters’  compensa¬ 
tion  fixed  and  allocsded? 

7.  What  conditions,  if  any,  zhould  be 
attached  to  a  further  temporary  suspen¬ 
sion  of  Rule  50  to  encourage  the  resump¬ 
tion  of  competitive  bidding  and  to  mizii- 
mize  the  anti-competitive  effects  of  the 
suspension? 


The  hearing  will  convene  at  10  ajss. 
Monday.  January  6,  1975.  at  the  Ooos- 
mlssion’s  headquart^  500  North  Cap- 
lUd  Stoeet,  Washington.  D.C..  to  receive 
test^ony  and  other  relevant  data  on  the 
foregoing  questions.  A  hearing  oiBioer 
will  be  designated  by  the  Commisskm 
prior  to  the  hearing  date. 

The  Commission  invites  interested 
persons  to  appear  to  present  testimony 
or  other  relevant  data  on  the  questions 
presented.  Interested  persons  who  wish 
to  present  views  or  factual  material  at 
the  hearing  must  notify  George  A.  Fitz¬ 
simmons,  Secretary  of  the  Commission, 
of  that  desire  as  soon  as  possible  and 
not  later  thui  January  2, 1975.  The  staff 
of  the  Division  of  Corpcu'ate  Regulotian 
shall  participate  at  the  hearing. 

Witnesses  shall  file  with  George  A. 
Fitzsimmons  at  500  North  Capitol  Street, 
Washington,  D.C.  20549,  25  copies  of 
their  prepared  statements  not  later  than 
January  2, 1975,  and  are  invited  to  make 
available  additional  copies  at  the  tlnm 
their  appearance  for  the  benefit  of  the 
press  and  other  Interested  persons. 

Persons  wishing  to  transmit  written 
submissions  for  inclusion  in  the  record  In 
lieu  of  personally  appearing  should  file 
25  copies  thereof  to  facilitate  examina¬ 
tion  of  the  record  by  all  Interested  per¬ 
sons.  Such  material  should  be  submitted 
not  later  than  January  2, 1975.  All  com- 
mimications  should  refer  to  File  No.  S7- 
529  and  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  in  the  Commission’s  Public 
Reference  Room. 

Commisaion  action:  Pursuant  to  the 
authority  in  sections  6,  7,  12  and  20  of 
the  Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act 
of  1935  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  hereby  adds  a  Note  at  the 
end  of  !  250.50  of  Chapter  H  of  Title  17 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  2S0.50  Reqnirement  of  public  invite- 
tion  of  pn^KwaU  for  the  purchase  or 
underwriling  of  securities. 

*  •  •  •  • 

Mon:  Temporary  Suapeuaion.  On  Novem¬ 
ber  7.  1974,  the  Oonunlsston  siupmided  the 
competitive  bidding  requirements  of  this  aso- 
tion  with  req>ect  to  conunon  stock  Issues  of 
registered  holding  companies  untQ  March  31, 
1976,  and  ordered  a  beating  on  whether  the 
suspension  should  be  extended. 

(8ecs.  6,  7,  12.  20,  40  Stat.  814.  815.  823,  833; 
16  0B.C.  TW.  TOg.  791. 79t) 

The  Commission  finds  that  due  to  the 
present  condition  of  the  securities  mar¬ 
kets  good  cause  exists  for  not  delaying 
further  effectiveness  of  this  action  and, 
accordingly,  the  foregoing  action  diall  be 
effective  immediately. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SaSL]  OEOEGS  a.  FlTZSIMMOIfg, 

Secretanf. 

NbvEimea  7. 1974. 

(VB  Doc.74-aB487  Filed  ll-g-TkBltf  ami 


TMe  24 — Housing  and  Urban  Developmant 

CHAPTER  X--FEDERAL  INSURANCE 
ADMINISTRATION 

SUBCHAPTER  B— NATIONAL  FLOOD 
INSURANCE  PROGRAM 

IDocket  No.  PI  397] 

PART  1915 — IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

Withdrawal  of  Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Map 

On  November  7.  1974,  In  39  FR  39450. 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with  l^pe- 
clal  Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map 
number  and  locations  where  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Boundary  Maps  were  available  for 
public  inspection.  This  list  included  the 
City  of  South  Charleston.  West  Virginia, 
as  an  eligible  community  and  included 
Map  No.  H  540223  01  through  H  540223 
09,  which  indicates  that  the  C?ity  of  South 
Charleston,  West  Virginia,  has  Special 
Flood  Hasard  Areas. 

It  has  been  determined  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Insurance  Administration,  after 
teriinical  review  of  the  above  map  In 
view  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
fiood  information,  that  a  withdrawal  of 
^he  above  mentioned  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Map  is  in  order.  Accordingly, 
effective  Decunber  1,  1974,  Map  No.  H 
540223  01  through  H  540223  09  is  hereby 
withdrawn. 

(NAttonsl  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
Xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968).  effective  January  28,  1969,  (33  FB 
17804,  November  28,  1968) .  as  amended  (secs. 
408-410.  Pub.  L.  91-162,  December  24.  1969). 
42  UJ3.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insuranoe  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27.  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  November  29, 1974. 

George  K.  Bernstein, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
[FR  Doe.74-a8522  FUed  12-6-74;i;46  am] 


PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

list  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazaed 
Araas;  Corraction 

On  March  23, 1973,  in  38  m  7551,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  number 
and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Idaps  and  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Maps  were  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  This  list  included  the  City  of 
Cape  Coral.  Florida,  as  an  eligible  com¬ 
munity  and  included  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Map  No.  H  12  071  0457  01 
through  H  12  071  0457  09  and  Rood  In- 
sttranee  Rate  Map  No.  I  12  071  0457  01 
through  I  12  071  0457  09.  which  desig¬ 
nate  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  and 
elevations  and  zones  for  flood  Insuranoe 
In  the  above  mentioned  city.  The  map  in 
effect  for  the  City  of  Cape  Coral,  Florida 
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Is  both  a  Flood  Ins^lrance  Rate  Map  and 
a  Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Map. 

It  has  been  determined  by  the  FMeral 
Insurance  Administration,  after  a  tech¬ 
nical  review  of  the  above  maps  in  view 
of  additional,  recently  acquired  flood  in¬ 
formation,  that  a  revision  of  the  Flood 
Insurance  Rate  Map  is  in  order.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  effective  December  1,  1974,  Flood 
Insiuance  Rate  Map  No.  1  12  071  0457  01 
through  I  12  071  0457  09  is  hereby  re¬ 
scinded.  This  action  has  the  effect  of 
converting  the  following  zone  designa- 


tions: 

Zones 

From 

To 

From 

To 

AIR 

A  1 

V16  . . . 

. .  A 

A16 . . 

_ A  1 

V16 . . 

_  A 

A17 _ 

_  A  j 

V17 . . 

.  A 

Por  structures  located  on  property  for¬ 
mally  within  Zones  B  and  C,  flood  insur¬ 
ance  is  available  only  at  subsidized  rates. 
This  action  also  has  the  effect  of  convert¬ 
ing  the  above  mentioned  area  from  the 
Regular  Flood  Insurance  Program  to  the 
Emergency  Flood  Insurance  Program. 
Therefore,  Flood  Hazard  Boundary  Map 
No.  H  12  071  0457  01  through  H  12  071 
0457  09  remains  In  force  for  the  above 
mentioned  area. 


Lisiuance  Rate  Map  is  in  order.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  effective  Dec^ber  1,  1974,  Flood 
Insurance  Rate  Map  No.  1  12  071  1070  05 
through  I  12  071  1070  08  is  hereby  re¬ 
scinded.  This  action  has  the  effect  of 
converting  the  following  zone  designa¬ 
tions: 

Zones 


From  To 

A  . A 

A14 . A 


For  structures  located  on  property 
formerly  within  Zones  B  and  C,  flood  in¬ 
surance  is  available  only  at  subsidized 
rates.  Ihis  action  also  has  the  effect  of 
converting  the  above  mentioned  area 
from  the  Regular  Flood  Insurance  Pro¬ 
gram  to  the  Emergency  Flood  Insiuunce 
Program.  Therefore,  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Map  No.  H  12  071  1070  05 
through  H  12  071  1070  08  remains  in 
force  for  the  above  mentioned  area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (TlUe 
xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Act  of  1968),  effective  January  38,  1969  (  33 
FR  17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended 
(secs.  408-410,  Pub.  U  91-162,  December  24, 
1969),  42  UA.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s 
delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969, 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 


Zones 

From 

To  From 

To 

V16 . 

.  A  1  A17 . 

.  A 

A16 _ 

_  A  V18 . 

.  A 

V17  _ 

A  1  A18 

A 

For  structures  located  on  pn^;>erty  for¬ 
merly  within  Zone  D,  flood  insurance  is 
availablb  cmly  at  subsidized  rates. 

This  action  also  has  the  effect  of  con¬ 
verting  the  above  mentioned  area  from 
the  Regular  Flood  Insurance  Program  to 
the  Emergency  Flood  Insurance  Pro¬ 
gram.  Therefore,  Flood  Hazard  Boundary 
Map  No.  H  12  071  0000  03  through  H  12 
071  0000  60  remains  in  force  for  the 
above  mentioned  area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1968  (Title 
xm  of  Hotislng  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28,  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28.  1968) .  as  amended  (secs. 
408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-152,  December  24,  1969), 
43  U.8.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969, 
as  amended  by  30  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  November  29,  1974. 

George  K.  Bernstein, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.74-28524  Filed  12-&-74;8;45  am) 


(National  Flood  Insxiranoe  Act  of  1968  (Title 
xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968),  effective  January  28.  1969  (33  FR 
17804,  November  38,  1968),  as  amended  (secs. 
408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-152,  December  24,  1969), 
43  UJ3.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27.  1969, 
as  amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24, 1974) 

Issued:  November  29,  1974. 

George  K.  Bernstein, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR Doc.  74-28521  FUed  12-6-74;8.:45  am] 


PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard 
Areas;  Correction 

On  April  8,  1971,  in  36  FR  6747,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub- 
Bihed  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  num¬ 
ber  and  locations  where  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Maps  and  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Maps  were  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  This  list  included  the  City  of 
Fort  Myers.  Florida,  as  an  eligible  com¬ 
munity  and  included  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Map  No.  H  12  071  1070  05 
through  H  12  071  1070  08  and  Flood  In- 
siuance  Rate  Map  No.  I  12  071  1070  05 
through  1 12  071  1070  08,  which  designate 
the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  ele¬ 
vations  and  zones  for  flood  insurance  in 
the  above  mentioned  city.  The  map  in 
effect  for  the  City  of  Fort  Myers,  Florida 
is  both  a  Rood  Insurance  Rate  Map  and 
a  Rood  Hazard  Boimdary  Map. 

It  has  been  determined  by  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administration,  after  a  tech¬ 
nical  review  of  the  above  maps  in  view 
of  additional  recently  acquired  flood  in¬ 
formation,  that  a  revision  of  the  Rood 


Issued:  November  29, 1974. 

George  K.  Bernstein, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
(FR  Doc.74-28523  FUed  12-5-74;8:45  am] 


PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard 
Areas;  Correction 

On  September  3,  1971,  in  36  FR  17648, 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with 
Special  Rood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  num 
number  and  locations  where  Rood  Haz¬ 
ard  Boundary  Maps  and  Rood  Insur¬ 
ance  Rate  Maps  were  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection.  This  list  tnchided  the  un¬ 
incorporated  area  of  Ijce  Co«mtiy,  Rorida, 
as  an  eligible  community  and  included 
Rood  Hazard  Boundary  Map  No.  H  12 
071  0000  03  through  H  12  071  0000  60 
and  Rood  Insurance  Rate  Map  No.  1 12 
071  0000  03  through  I  12  071  0000  60, 
which  designate  the  Special  Rood  Haz¬ 
ard  Areas  and  elevations  and  zones  for 
flood  insurance  in  the  unincorporated 
area  of  Lee  Coimty,  Rorida.  The  map  in 
effect  for  the  unincorporated  area  of  Lee 
County,  Rorida,  is  both  a  Rood  Insur¬ 
ance  Rate  Map  and  a  Flood  Hazard 
Boundary  Map. 

It  has  been  determined  by  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administration,  alter  a  tech¬ 
nical  review  of  the  above  maps  in  view 
of  additional  recently  acquired  flood  in¬ 
formation,  that  a  revision  of  the  Rood 
Insurance  Rate  Map  is  in  order.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  effective  December  1,  1974,  Rood 
Insiuance  Rate  Mfm  No.  1  12  071  0000  03 
through  I  12  071  0000  60  is  hereby  re¬ 
scinded.  This  action  has  the  effect  of 
converting  the  following  zcme  designa¬ 
tions: 


PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard 
Areas;  Correction 

On  July  23,  1971,  in  36  FR  13675,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Special 
Rood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  number 
and  locations  where  Rood  Insurance 
Rate  Maps  were  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  This  list  included  Arlington, 
Texas,  as  an  eligible  community  and  in¬ 
cluded  map  No.  H  48  439  0260  16  which 
Indicates  that  lots  No.  1  through  23  of 
the  Longacres  Subdivision,  Arlington, 
Texas,  as  shown  in  Plat  Record  Volume 
388-85,  Page  15,  in  the  Office  of  Plat  Rec¬ 
ords  for  Tarrant  County,  Texas,  are  in 
their  entirety  within  the  Special  Rood 
Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  determined 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator, 
after  a  further  technical  review  of  the 
above  map  in  the  light  of  additional,  re¬ 
cently  acquired  flood  Information,  that 
the  above  property  is  not  within  the 
Special  Ro<^  Hazard  Area.  Accordingly, 
effective  July  23, 1971,  map  No.  H  48  439 
0260  16  is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that 
the  above  property  is  not  within  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Rood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insunmce  Act  of  1668  (Title 
xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1968).  effective  January  28,  19^.  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968),  as  amended  (secs. 
408-410,  Pub.  L.  91-152,  December  24,  1969), 
42  UH.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1969,  as 
amended  by  39  FR  2787,  January  24, 1974) 

Issued:  November  20. 1974. 

George  K.  Bernstein, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.74-38533  FUed  12-5-74;  8:46  am] 
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PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard 
Areas;  Correction 

On  August  28. 1971.  In  36  FR  17335.  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Eipeclal 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  number 
and  locatlcms  where  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Maps  were  available  for  public  In¬ 
spection.  This  list  Included  Fort  Smith. 
Arkansas  as  an  eligible  community  and 
included  map  No.  H  05  131  1370  13  which 
indicates  that  Lots  No.  42  through  58. 
Lots  No.  95  through  112.  and  Lots  No.  122 
throi^  157  ot  Village  Harbor,  Phase  n. 
as  recorded  in  Book  342.  Page  2002,  and 
Book  5,  Page  14,  of  the  deed  of  records 
of  the  Port  Smith  district  of  Sebastian 
County,  are  In  their  entirety  within  the 
Special  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Federal  Insurance  Admin¬ 
istration,  after  a  further  technical  review 
of  the  above  map  in  the  light  of  addi¬ 
tional,  recently  acquired  flood  informa¬ 
tion,  that  the  above  property  is  not  with¬ 
in  the  Special  Flood  Hazard.  Accordingly, 
effective  December  29.  1970,  map  No. 
H  05  131  1370  13  is  hereby  corrected  to 
reflect  that  the  above  property  is  not 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1068  (Title 
xni  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act 
of  1868),  effective  January  M,  19^  (38  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1868) ,  as  amended  (secs. 
408-410,  Pub.  li.  81-152,  December  24.  1868), 
42  n.S.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1869,  as 
amended  by  38  FR  2787,  January  24. 1874) 

Issued:  November  15, 1974. 

Georgz  K.  Biensteih. 

Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.74-2853a  Filed  12-g-74;8:«  am] 


PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard 
Areas;  Correction 

On  August  28.  1971,  In  36  PR  17335. 
the  Federal  Insurance  Administrator 
published  a  list  of  communities  with  Spe¬ 
cial  Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map 
number  and  locations  where  Hood  In¬ 
surance  Rate  Maps  were  available  for 
public  Inspection.  This  list  Included  Port 
Smith,  Arkansas,  as  an  eligible  commu¬ 
nity  and  included  map  No.  H  05  131  1370 
13  which  indicates  that  the  Randall  Con¬ 
dominium  Project.  Phase  L  Village  Har¬ 
bor,  in  Fort  Smith,  Arkansas  as  recorded 
in  ^ok  1,  Paige  79  of  the  records  of  the 
Circuit  Clerk  and  Ex-Officio  Recorder  of 
Sebastian  Coimty.  Port  Smith,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  is  in  its  entirety  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area.  It  has  been  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  Federal  Insunmce  Admin¬ 
istration,  after  a  further  technical  review 
of  the  above  map  in  the  light  of  auldi- 
tional,  recently  acquired  flood  informa¬ 
tion,  that  the  above  proper^  is  iM>t 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area 
but  in  Zone  C.  Accordingly,  effective  De¬ 
cember  29, 1970,  map  No.  H  05  181 1870 13 
is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 


above  property  is  not  within  the  Special 
Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  ISM  (Title 
xm  of  Housing  and  Urban  Deveiopenant 
Act  of  1868).  effective  January  28.  1860  (33 
FR  17804,  November  28,  1868).  aa  amended 
(secs.  408-410,  Pub.  L.  81-152,  DeoMnber  24, 
1868),  42  UH.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s 
delegation  of  authority  to  Federal  Insurance 
Administrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27,  1868, 
as  amended  by  38  FR  2787,  January  24, 1874) 

Issued;  November  19, 1974. 

Georgs  K.  Bernsteiw, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.74-28534  Filed  12-5-74;8:4S  un] 


PART  1915— IDENTIFICATION  OF 
SPECIAL  HAZARD  AREAS 

List  of  Communities  With  Special  Hazard 
Areas;  Correction 

On  January  8,  1972,  in  37  FR  281,  the 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator  pub¬ 
lished  a  list  of  communities  with  Si^ial 
Flood  Hazard  Areas  and  the  map  number 
and  locations  where  Flood  Insurance 
Rate  Maps  were  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection.  This  list  included  the  unincor¬ 
porated  areas  of  Mobile  County,  Ala¬ 
bama,  as  an  eligible  community  and  in¬ 
cluded  map  No.  H  01  097  0000  21  which 
indicates  that  Vaughan’s  Palisades  Sub¬ 
division,  as  recorded  in  Map  Book  23, 
Page  35,  among  the  land  records  of  Mo¬ 
bile  County,  Alabama,  is  in  its  entirety 
within  the  Special  Flood  Hazard  Area. 
It  has  been  determined  by  the  Federal 
Insurance  Administrator,  after  a  further 
technical  review  of  the  above  map  in 
the  light  of  additional,  recently  acquired 
flood  information,  that  the  above  prop¬ 
erty  is  not  within  the  Special  Flood  Haz¬ 
ard  Area.  Accordingly,  effective  Decem¬ 
ber  15,  1970,  map  No.  H  01  097  0000  21 
is  hereby  corrected  to  reflect  that  the 
above  property  Is  not  within  the  l^ecial 
Flood  Hazard  Area. 

(National  Flood  Insurance  Act  of  1868  (Title 
Xin  of  Housing  and  Urbcm  Development  Act 
of  1068),  effective  January  28,  1868  (33  FR 
17804,  November  28,  1968) ,  as  amended  (secs. 
408-410.  Pub.  li.  91-152,  December  24.  1969), 
42  UH.C.  4001-4127;  and  Secretary’s  delega¬ 
tion  of  authority  to  Federal  Insuranoa  Ad¬ 
ministrator  34  FR  2680,  February  27.  1868, 
as  amended  by  38  FR  2787,  January  24,  1974) 

Issued:  November  19, 1974. 

George  K.  Bernsteik, 
Federal  Insurance  Administrator. 
[PR  Doc.74-28535  Filed  12-5-74;8:45  am] 

Title  43 — Public  Lands:  interior 

SUBTITLE  A— OFFICE  OF  THE  SECRETARY 
OF  THE  INTERIOR 

PART  20— EMPLOYEE  RESPONSIBILI¬ 
TIES  AND  CONDUCT 

Editorial  Changes 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  5 
CFR  §  735.104,  Part  20  of  Utle  43  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  indicated  below  to  (1)  make  editorial 
changes  in  43  CFR  §  20.735-S(a)(l). 
1 20.73S-3(a)(3),  S  20.735-ll(e) ,  120.- 
735-15(h),  5  20.735-17(b).  5  20.785-41(c) 


(1).  $20,735-41  (c)(2).  and  $20,735-49 
(b) ;  and  (2)  revise  and  update  the  Ap- 
pendix  to  Part  20.  As  provided  in  43 
$  20.735-41  (a)  (2),  the  employees  in  the 
positions  listed  in  the  Appendix  to  Part 
20,  which  are  in  addition  to  those  listed 
in  §20.735-41(a)(l),  shall  flie  state¬ 
ments  of  employment  and  financial  in¬ 
terests.  These  revisions  were  approved 
by  the  Civil  Service  Commission  on  Octo¬ 
ber  22.  1974.  Since  these  changes  are 
strictly  administrative  in  nature.  It  is  de¬ 
termined  that  the  rulemaking  procedure 
Is  unnecessary,  and  this  amendment 
shall  become  effective  on  December  6, 
1974. 

(C.O.  11222  of  May  8,  1965;  3  CFR.  1964-1965, 
Comp.;  5  CFR  735.104) 

Date:  November  29, 1974. 

Richard  R.  Hite, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

1.  $20,735-3  (a)(1)  and  (a)(3)  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

S  20.735—3  Interpretation  and  advisory 
service. 

(a)  Designation  of  Counselors.  (1)  The 
Director  of  Audit  and  Investigation  in 
the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary — 
Management  is  designated  to  serve  as 
CounselorTor  the  Department,  and  s^all 
be  responnble  for  providing  direct  ad¬ 
vice,  assistance,  interpretation,  and  guid¬ 
ance  to  Bureau  Counselors  and  Deputy 
Bureau  Counselors  who  requret  advice  on 
a  particular  factual  situation,  or  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  Department’s  regula¬ 
tions  relating  to  conduct  matters. 

•  •  «  «  • 

(3)  ’The  Chief,  Division  of  Personnel 
Services,  Office  of  Secretarial  Operations, 
is  designated  Deputy  Counselor  for  em- 
idoyees  and  special  Government  employ¬ 
ees  of  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  and 
other  Offices  for  which  personnel  serv¬ 
ices  are  provided  by  his  Division. 

2.  $  20.735-11  (e)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  20.735—1 1  CiftA,  entertainment,  and 
favors. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  An  employee  shall  not  accept  a 
gift,  present,  decoration,  or  other  thing 
from  a  foreign  government  unless  au¬ 
thorized  by  Congress  as  provided  by  the 
CooBtitution  and  in  5  nJ3.C.  7342.  It  is 
Congressional  policy  that  employees  and 
their  families  shall  not  accept  or  retain 
gifts  except  under  the  following  circum¬ 
stances:  (1)  When  the  gift  is  of  minimal 
value  and  the  gift  is  tendered  as  a  sou¬ 
venir  or  mark  of  courtesy;  (2)  when  re¬ 
fusal  of  a  gift  of  more  than  minimal 
value  would  be  likely  to  cause  offense  or 
embarrassment  or  otherwise  adversely 
affect  the  foreign  relations  of  the  United 
States. 

“Minimal  value’’  Is  defined  as  retail 
value  not  in  excess  of  $50  in  the  United 
States. 

Gifts  of  more  than  minimal  vsdue,  if 
accepted,  may  not  be  retained.  They 
must  be  deputed  with  the  (%ief  of 
Protocol,  Department  of  State,  unless  he 
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has  authorized  the  Agency  In  which  the 
donee  is  employed  to  retain  the  gift  for 
official  use.  (See  22  CFR  3.5.) 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  §  20.735-15  (b)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  20.735—15  Government  properly. 

•  *  •  •  • 

(b)  Employees  shall  not  use  or  au¬ 
thorize  the  use  of  a  Government  owned 
or  leased  motor  vehicle  for  other  than 
official  purposes.  (See  Interior  Property 
Management  Regulations  114-38.50.) 

•  •  •  *  • 

4.  §  20.735-17  (b)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  20.735-17  Indebtedness. 

(b)  The  Department  will  not  act  as  a 
collection  agency  for  private  debts  owed 
by  its  employees.  Each  bureau  shall 
handle  debt  complaint  letters  received 
by  it.  Debt  letters  concerning  bur.»u  em¬ 
ployees  received  in  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary  shall  be  referred  to  the  Director, 
Office  of  Organization  and  Personnel 
Management  for  handling  with  the  bu¬ 
reau  concerned.  Debt  letters  concerning 
employees  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
or  in  other  departmental  units  shall  be 
referred  to  the  Director  of  Management 
Operations  for  handling. 

*  •  •  •  * 

5.  S  20.735-41  (c)  (1)  and  (c)(2)  are 
amended  to  read  as  follows: 

§  20.735—41  Employees  required  to  file 
statements:  Manner  of  filing. 

*  *  •  «  • 

(c)  CHiannels  for  filing  statements. 

«  •  * 

(1)  Statements  of  the  following  will 
be  filed  originally  with  the  Secretary: 
The  Under  Secretary;  Solicitor;  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretaries;  Heads  of  Bureaus  and 
other  Departmental  Offices;  The  High 
Commissioner  and  Deputy  High  Com¬ 
missioner  of  the  Trust  Territory;  The 
Governor  of  American  Samoa;  Secre¬ 
tary  of  American  Samoa;  and  such 
others  as  the  Secretary  may  designate. 

(2)  Statements  of  the  following  will 
be  filed  with  the  Chief,  Division  of  Per¬ 
sonnel  Services,  Office  of  Secretarial  Op¬ 
erations:  Employees  and  special  Gov¬ 
ernment  employees  in  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary  and  in  other  Departmental  of¬ 
fices  except  those  employees  mentioned 
in  paragraph  (c)  (1)  of  this  section;  as¬ 
sociate,  deputy  and  assistant  hea(ls  of 
bureaus  and  their  equivalents,  adminis¬ 
trative  officers  and  others  who  supervise 
the  work  of  Bureau  Counselors. 

«  •  •  •  * 

6.  §  20.735-49 (b)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  20.735—49  Review  and  analysis  of 
statements. 

•  *  «  •  % 

(b)  Any  statements  revealing  a  con¬ 
flict,  or  a  situation  creating  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  conflict,  between  the  private  in¬ 
terests  of  an  employee  and  his  official  re¬ 


sponsibilities,  shall  be  identified  in  the 
review  process.  If  the  matter  cannot  be 
resolved  within  the  bureau,  it  shall  be 
forwarded  through  the  Bureau  Coun¬ 
selor  to  the  Departmental  Counselor  for 
appropriate  action  in  cooperation  with 
the  Office  of  the  Solicitor  and  other  of¬ 
ficials  such  as  the  Director.  Office  of 
Organization  and  Personnel  Manage¬ 
ment  as  necessary.  Cases  so  referred 
mtist  include  a  file  containing  the  em¬ 
ployee’s  statement,  a  summary  of  the 
issue,  and  the  circumstances  precluding 
settlement  at  the  original  reviewing  level. 
On  those  cases  wherein  a  confilct,  or 
appearance  of  conflict,  has  been  dis¬ 
closed  but  as  to  which  the  matter  is  re¬ 
solved  at  the  original  review  point,  a 
similar  documented  report  ^all  be  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Departmental  Counselor 
for  informational  purposes. 

7.  The  appendix  to  Part  20  is  revised 
to  refiect  current  organizational  desig¬ 
nations  and  position  titles,  and  is  pub¬ 
lished  in  its  entirety  below. 

Appendix — ^List  of  Emplovebs  Bequired  to 
File  Statements 

SSCRETABT’S  IMMEDIATE  OFFICE 

Executive  Assistant  to  the  Secretary,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Assistants  to  the  Secretary  (4),  Washington, 
D.C. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (4) .  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Special  Assistant  for  Indian  Affairs,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 

Assistant  to  Secretary  and  Director  of  Com¬ 
munications,  Washington,  D.C. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Assistant  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  and  Director  of  Ojmmunlcatlons, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Special  Assistants  to  the  Secretary  (Field 
Representatives)  (5) : 

Portland,  Oregon. 

San  Francisco,  California. 

Albuquerque,  New  Mexico. 

Atlanta,  Georgia. 

Boston,  Massachusetts. 

Assistant  and  Science  Advisor  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  Washington.  D.C. 

Assistant  to  the  Secretary  and  Director  of 
Office  of  International  Activities,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

IMMEDIATE  OFFICE  OF  THE  UNDER  SECRETARY 

Deputy  Under  Secretary,  Washington,  D.C. 
(2). 

Technical  Assistant  to  the  Under  Secretary. 

OFFICE  FOR  EQUAL  OPPORTUNITY 

Director,  Washington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Director.  Contract  Compliance, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Director,  Title  VI  CompUance, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Regional  Manager.  Contract  Ckimpllance  (3) . 
Contract  Ckimpliance  Officer  (Regional)  (41). 
Title  VI  Compliance  Officer,  Washington,  D.C. 
(6). 

Procurement  Anai3rst  (Minority  Business  En¬ 
terprise)  .  Washington,  D.C. 

OFFICE  OF  HEARINGS  AND  APPEALS 

Director,  Washington,  D.C. 

Associate  Director,  Washington,  D.C. 

BOARD  OF  CONTRACT  APPEALS 

Supervisory  Attorney-Examiner  (General) 
(Cnilef  Administrative  Judge),  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Attorney-Examiners  (General)  (Administra¬ 
tive  Judges)  (4),  Washington,  D.C. 


BOARD  or  INDIAN  APPEALS 

Supervisory  Attorney-Adviser  (General) 
(Chief  Administrative  Judge),  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Attorney-Advisers  (General)  (Administra¬ 
tive  Judges)  (2) ,  Washington,  D.C. 

BOARD  OF  MINE  OPERATIONS  APPEALS 

Supervisory  Attorney- Adviser  (Chief  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Judge).  Washington.  D.C. 
Attorney-Advisers  (cieneral)  (Administra¬ 
tive  Judges)  (2).  Washington,  D.C, 

BOARD  OF  LAND  APPEALS 

Supervisory  Attorney-Examiner  (General) 
(Chief  Administrative  Judge) ,  Washlns^ton, 
D.C. 

Attorney-Advisers  (General)  (Administrative 
Judges)  (7) ,  Washington,  D.C. 

BOARD  OF  ALASKA  NATIVE  CLAIMS  APPEALS 

Chairman,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 

Members  of  the  Board  (3) .  ^ 

HEARINGS  DIVISION 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Assistant  Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge 
(Regional)  (1). 

Administrative  Law  Judges  (Departmental) 

( 14) ,  Washington.  D.C. 

Administrative  Law  Judges  (Regional)  (17). 

OFFICE  or  TEERTTORIAL  AFFAIRS 

Government  Comptroller  for  the  Virgin  Is¬ 
lands,  St.  Tliomas,  Virgin  Islands. 
Government  Comptroller  for  Guam/TTPI, 
Agana,  Guam. 

Governor  of  American  Samoa,  Pago  Pago, 
American  Samoa. 

Secretary  of  American  Samoa,  Pago  Pago, 
American  SaBooa. 

Attorney  General.  Pago  Pago,  American 
Samoa. 

Director,  Department  of  Financial  Manage¬ 
ment.  Pago  Pago,  American  Samoa. 

Chief  Justice  of  American  Samoa,  Pago  Pago, 
American  Samoa. 

Associate  Justice  of  American  Samoa,  Pago 
Pago,  American  Samoa. 

High  Commissioner  of  the  Trust  Territory, 
Saipan,  Mariana  Islands. 

Deputy  High  Commissioner  of  the  Trust  Ter¬ 
ritory,  Saipan,  Mariana  Islands. 

Director  of  Resources  and  Development,  Sal- 
pan,  Mariana  Islands. 

Attorney  General,  Saipan,  Mariana  Islands. 
Director  of  Finance,  Saipan,  Mariana  Islands. 
Chief  Justice,  Saipan,  Mariana  Islands. 
Associate  Justice,  Palau,  Western  Caroline  Is¬ 
lands. 

Associate  Justice,  Majuro,  Marshall  Islands. 
Associate  Justice,  Ponape,  Eastern  Caroline 
Islands. 

District  Administrator,  Yap,  Western  Caro¬ 
line  Islands. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  High  Commissioner 
for  District  Affairs,  Saipan,  Mariana  Is¬ 
lands. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  High  Commissioner 
for  Legislative  Affairs,  Saipan,  Mariana  Is¬ 
lands. 

Public  Defender,  Trust  Territory  of  the  Pa¬ 
cific  Islands,  Saipan. 

BUREAU  OF  INDL\N  AFFAIRS 

Deputy  Commissioner,  Washington,  D.C. 
Assistant  to  the  Commissioner,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Director,  Office  of  Administration,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

C!hlef,  Audit  Staff,  Wa^ington,  D.C.  - 
(Thief,  Division  of  Contracting,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Assistant  Director.  Administrative  Services, 
Albuquerque.  New  Mexico. 
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Property  and  Supply  Of&cer,  Administrative 
Services,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mexico. 

Assistant  Directs,  Management  Services, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Division  of  Property  Management, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Division  of  Support  Services,  Washing, 
ton,  D.C. 

Chief,  Division  of  Facilities  Engineering,  Al¬ 
buquerque,  Nevr  Mexico. 

Assistant  Chief,  Division  of  Facilities  Engi¬ 
neering,  Albuquerque,  N.  Mexico. 

Assistant  Director,  Financial  Management, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Director.  OfiGLce  of  Indian  Services.  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C. 

Director,  Office  of  Indian  Education  Pro¬ 
grams,  Washington,  D.C. 

Director,  Office  of  Tribal  Resources  Develop¬ 
ment,  Waishington,  D.C. 

Director,  Office  of  Trust  Responsibilities, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Area  Director.  Aberdeen,  South  Dakota. 
Deputy  Area  Director,  Aberdeen,  South  Da¬ 
kota. 

Area  Property  and  Supply  Officer,  Aberdeen, 
South  Dakota. 

Area  Director,  Albuquerque.  New  Mexico. 
Assistant  Area  Director,  Administration,  Al- 
.  buquerque.  New  Mexico. 

Area  Property  and  Supply  Officer,  Albuquer¬ 
que,  New  Mexico. 

Area  Director,  Anadarko,  Oklahoma. 

Deputy  Area  Director,  Anadarko,  Oklahoma. 
Area  Administrative  Officer,  Anadarko,  Okla¬ 
homa. 

Area  Director,  BUllngs,  Montana. 

Assistant  Area  Director,  Administration,  Bill¬ 
ings,  Montana. 

Area  Property  and  Supply  Officer,  BUlings. 
Montana. 

Area  Director,  Eastern  Area  Office,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Area  Director,  Juneau.  Alaska. 

Assistant  Area  Director,  Administration, 
Juneau,  Alaska. 

Area  Property  and  Supply  Officer,  Juneau, 
Alaska. 

Administrative  and  Special  Representative 
(Liaison  Officer,  Seattle.  Washington.  Ju¬ 
neau  Area),  Seattle,  Washington. 

Area  Director,  Minneapolis,  Minnesota. 
Assistant  Area  Director,  Minneapolis,  Min¬ 
nesota. 

Area  Administrative  Officer,  Minneapolis, 
Minnesota. 

Area  Director,  Muskogee,  Oklahoma. 

Deputy  Area  Director,  Muskogee,  Oklahoma. 
Area  Property  and  Supply  Officer,  Muskogee, 
Oklahoma. 

Area  Director,  Navajo  Area,  Window  Rock, 
Arizona. 

Assistant  Area  Director,  Administration  (Na¬ 
vajo  Area) ,  Gallup,  New  Mexico. 

Area  Prt^rty  and  Supply  Officer  (Navajo 
Ar^a) ,  Gallup,  New  Mexico. 

Area  Director,  Phoenix,  Arizona. 

Assistant  Area  Director,  Administration, 
Phoenix,  Arizona. 

Area  Property  and  Supply  Officer,  Phoenix, 
Arizona. 

Area  Director,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Assistant  Area  Directed’,  Administration, 
POTtiand,  Oregon. 

Area  Property  and  Supply  Officer,  Portland, 
Oregon. 

Area  Director,  Sacramento,  California. 

Area  Administrative  Officer,  Sacramento, 
California. 

OFFICE  OF  THE  SOLICITOB 

Deputy  Solicitor,  Washington,  D.O. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Solicitor,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C. 

Associate  Solicitors  (5).  Washington,  D.O. 
Assistant  Solicitors  (21),  Washingtmi,  D.C. 


Regional  Solicitors  (8). 

Assistant  Regional  S(Alcit<Mrs  (14) . 

Field  Solicitors  (17). 

Field  Solicitor.  QS-ia  (1) . 

ASSISTAIfT  SECBETART - ^PBOOSAIC  DEVELOPMENT 

AND  BtTDOET 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary.  Washington,  D.O. 
Director,  Office  of  Policy  Analysis. 

Director,  Office  of  Environmental  Project  Re¬ 
view. 

OFFICE  OF  BTTDOET 

Director,  Washington,  D.C. 

ASSISTANT  SECBETART - MANAGEMENT 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary — ^Management, 
Washington,  D.C. 

OFFICE  OF  SECRETARIAL  OPERATIONS 

Chief,  Division  Fiscal  Services,  Washington, 
D.C.  • 

OFFICE  OF  AUDIT  AND  INVESTIGATION 

Director,  Washington,  D.C. 

Program  Audit  Manager,  Washington,  D.C. 
(4). 

Manager,  Staff  Development  and  Resources. 
Manager,  Division  of  Investigation. 

Regional  Audit  Manager  (3)  (Washington, 
D.C.,  Denver,  Colorado  and  Sacramento, 
California) . 

Regional  Audit  Supervisor  (21)  (Washington, 
D.C.;  Denver,  Colorado;  Sacrapiento,  Cali¬ 
fornia  and  Portland,  Oregon). 

Investigators  (General),  (5),  GS-11  and 
above,  Washington,  D.C. 

OFFICE  OF  AIRCRAFT  SERVICES 

Director,  Office  of  Aircraft  Services,  Boise, 
Idaho. 

Contracting  and  General  Services  Manager, 
Boise,  Idaho. 

Regional  Director,  Office  of  Aircraft  Services, 
Alaska. 

OFFICE  or  ADP  MANAGEMENT 

Director — Staff  Specialists: 

Plans  and  Policy  Officer. 

Systems  and  Equipment  Review  Analyst. 
Operational  Review  Analyst. 

ADP  Resource  Management  Specialist. 

OFFICE  or  MANPOVITER  TRAINING  AND  TOOTH 
ACTIVITIES 

Director,  Office  of  Manpower  Training  and 
Youth  Activities.  Washington,  D.C. 

Division  Manager,  Administrative  Division, 
Washington,  D.C. 

OFFICE  or  LIBRART  SERVICES 
Library  Director,  Washington,  D.C. 

OFFICE  or  MANAGEMENT  CONST7LTING 

Director,  Washington,  D.C.: 

Assistant  Director.  General  Management 
and  Organization,  Washington,  D.C. 
Assistant  Director,  Financial  Systems, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Director,  Applied  Systems,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.O. 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  OPERATIONS 

Director,  Washington,  D.C. 

Deputy  Director,  Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Division  of  General  Services,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Division  of  Printing  and  Publications, 
Washington,  D.C. 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  SERVICES 

Director,  Washington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Director,  Washington,  D.O. 
Assistant  Director  for  Procurement,  Wash* 
ington,  D.O. 

Procitfement  Analyst,  Wellington,  D.O.  (•). 


ASSISTANT  SECBETART-CONGRESSIONAL  AND 
LEGISLATIVE  AFFAIRS 

Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (Congressional 
Liaison). 

Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (Congressional 
Ualson) . 

Assistant  to  the  Secretary  (Congressional 
Liaison). 

OFFICE  OF  LEGISLATION 

Director,  Office  of  Legislation,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Staff  Assistant. 

Assistant  Legislative  Counsel. 

ASSISTANT  SECBETART — ^ENERGT  AND  MINERALS 

Director,  Office  of  Minerals  Policy  Develop¬ 
ment. 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretaries  (3),  Washington, 
D.C. 

Staff  Assistant  to  Assistant  Secretary  (3), 
Washington,  D.C. 

Research  Adviser,  Washington.  D.C. 

Special  Assistant  to  Assistant  Secretary, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Public  Information  Officer,  Washington,  D.O. 

DEFENSE  ELECTRIC  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 

Administrator,  Defense  Electric  Power  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Washington,  D.C. 

BUREAU  or  MINES 

Assistant  to  the  Director — Congressional  and 
Legislative  Affairs. 

Chief,  Office  of  University  Relations. 

Deputy  Director — ^Mineral  Resources  and  En¬ 
vironmental  Development. 

Assistant  Director — ^Planning. 

Assistant  Director — Administration. 

Assistant  Director — Energy. 

Assistant  Director — ^Metallurgy. 

Assistant  Director — Mining. 

Assistant  Director — ^Mineral  Supply. 

Assistant  Director — ^Mineral  Position  Analy¬ 
sis. 

Chief,  Liaison  Program  Office. 

Chief,  Eastern  Administrative  Office,  Pitts¬ 
burgh,  Pennsylvania. 

Chief,  Western  Administrative  Office,  Denver, 
Colorado. 

General  Manager,  Helium  Operattons,  Ama¬ 
rillo,  Texas. 

Chief,  Division  of  Procurement  and  Property 
Management.  Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Contracts  and  Grants, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Procurement  and  Property 
Management,  Denver,  Colorado. 

Chief.  Branch  of  Procurement  and  Property 
Management,  Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania. 

OFFICE  OF  COAL  RESEARCH 

Associate  Director,  Office  of  Coal  Research. 
Executive  Assistant  to  the  Director. 

Assistant  Director,  Contracting. 

Assistant  Director,  Liquefaction. 

Assistant  Dlrectm*,  Gasification. 

Assistant  Director,  Power  and  Combustion. 
Assistant  Director,  Supporting  Science  and 
Technology. 

Assistant  Director,  Demonstration  Plants.  . 
Assistant  Director,  Evaluation  and  Review. 
Assistant  Director,  Planning  and  Budget: 
Chief,  Division  of  Extraction  Processes. 
Chief,  Division  of  Hydroliquefaction. 
Chief,  Division  of  Indirect  Liquefaction. 
Chief,  Division  of  Pyrolysis  Processes. 
Chief,  Division  of  Hlgh-B.t.u.  Gasifica¬ 
tion. 

Chief,  Division  of  Low-B.t.u.  Gasifica¬ 
tion. 

Chief,  Division  of  Advanced  Power 
Systems. 

‘  Chief,  Division  of  CcMnbustlon. 

Chief,  Division  of  Synthetic  Fuels. 

,  Chief,  Direct  Coal  UUlisAtion. 
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Asslstuit  Director,  Planning  and  Budget — 

Oontiniied 

Chief,  Dtrislon  of  Liquefaction  Contract¬ 
ing. 

Chief,  Divisicm  of  Qasiflcation  Contract¬ 
ing. 

Chief,  Division  of  Power  and  Combxie- 
tlon  Contracting. 

Chief,  Division  of  General  Contracting. 

Chief,  Division  of  Planning. 

Chief,  Dlvison  of  Budget. 

CEOLOGICAl.  EURVKT 

Associate  Directtu:,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Assistant  Director — ^Research,  Beston, 

Virginia. 

Assistant  Director — ^Programs,  Beston, 

Virginia. 

Assistant  Director — Environmental  Con¬ 

servation,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Assistant  Director — Administration,  Beston, 

Virginia. 

Assistant  Director — ^Eastern  Region,  Beston, 

Virginia. 

Senior  Scientist,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Physical  Scientist  (2),  Beston,  Virginia. 

Public  Information  Officer,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Research  Geographer,  Geographic  Applica¬ 
tions  Program,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Geogriq>her,  Geographic  Applications  Pro¬ 
gram,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Director  (Office  & 

Labmatory  Facilities) ,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Director — ^EBOS  Program.  Beston.  Virginia. 

Program  Manager  (EB06)  Beston,  Virginia. 

Associate  Beaearch  Coordinator  (EBOS), 

Beston,  Virginia. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Director  (2),  Bea¬ 
ton,  Virginia. 

Staff  Scientist,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Staff  Assistant  toe  Program  Development^ 

Beston,  Virginia. 

Research  Coordinator,  Mineral  and  Land  Re¬ 
sources,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Research  Coordinator.  Water  Resources, 

Beston,  Virginia. 

Assistant  Program  Manager  for  Technical 
Information  Management,  Beston, 

Virginia. 

Assistant  Program  Manager  for  ^plications 
Research,  Beston,  Virginia. 

General  Engineer,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Geognq>her  (2) ,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Geologist.  Beston,  Virginia. 

Staff  Engineer,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Administrative  Officer  EBOS  Program,  Bes¬ 
ton,  Virginia. 

Special  Assistant  for  Environmental  Analy¬ 
sis,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Deputy  Assistant  Director  for  Administra¬ 
tion,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Procurement  and  Contracts, 

Beston,  Virginia. 

Contract  Specialist  (3) ,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Management  Officer.  Beston.  Virginia. 

Chief,  PubUcatlons  Division,  Beston,  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Assistant  Chief,  Publioatlons  Division,  Bea¬ 
ton,  Virginia. 

Chief  Hydrologist,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Associate  Chief  Hydrologist.  Beston,  Vir¬ 
ginia. 

Assistant  Chief  Hydrologist  lot  Research  and 
Tadinical  Ooordinatlon,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Assistant  Chief  Hydrologist  for  Operations, 

Beston,  Virginia. 

Assistant  Chief  Hydrologist  for  Sclentiflc 
Publications  ft  Data  Management,  Beston, 

Virginia. 

Hydraulic  Engineer  (Delaware  Watermaarter) , 

Beston,  Virginia. 

Chief,  Office  of  Water  Data  Coordination, 

Beston,  Virginia. 

Regional  Hydrologist,  Beston,  Virginia. 

Chief,  Tc^>ognq>hic  Division.  Beston,  Vir¬ 
ginia.  Petroleum  Engineer,  Denver,  Colorado.  Monta 

Associate  Chief,  Topographic  Division,  Bes-  Staff  Assistant  for  Pro^ams,  Denver,  Supervisi 
ton,  Virginia.  Colorado.  New  M 

Chief.  Office  of  Plans  ft  Program  Develop-  Staff  Assistant  tor  Environment,  Denver,  Supervis 
ment,  Beston,  Virginia.  Colorado.  Mexlcc 
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Chief,  Office  of  Research  ft  Technical  Stand-  Staff  Assistant— Mining,  Denver,  Colorado. 

ards,  Beston,  Virginia.  Chi*-',  Branch  of  Mineral  ft  Water  dassiflca- 

Ohief,  Eastern  Bfapping  Center,  Beston,  Vlr-  tion,  Denver.  Colorado. 

ginia.  Supervisory  Hydraulic  Engineer,  -  Denver, 

Chief.  Special  Miq>ping  Center,  Beston,  Vir-  Colorado. 

Staff  Assistant  for  Oil  ft  Gas,  Denver, 
Chief,  Conservation  Division,  Beston,  Colorado. 

Virginia.  Assistant  Director — Western  Region,  Menlo 

Associate  Chief,  Conservation  Division,  Bes-  Park,  California. 

ton.  Virginia.  Deputy  Assistant  Director — Western  Begion, 

Assistant  Division  Chief,  Program,  Beston,  Menlo  Parte,  California. 

Virginia.  Management  Officer.  Menlo  Parte,  California. 

Assistant  Division  Chief,  Resomrees  Evalua-  Contract  Specialist  (2),  Park,  Cau¬ 
tion.  Beston.  Virginia.  fornla. 

Assistant  Division  Chief,  Operations.  Beston,  Service  and  Contracts  Officer,  Menlo  Park 
Virginia.  California.  '  ’ 

Chief,  Branch  of  Marine  Evaluation,  Beston,  Regional  Hydrologist,  Menlo  Park,  California. 

Virginia.  Chief,  Western  Mapping  Center,  Menlo  Park, 

Legal  Staff  Assistant,  Beston,  Virginia.  California. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Mining  Operations,  Beston,  Regional  Conservation  Managn,  Western, 
Virginia.  Menlo  Park,  California. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Onshore  Evaluation.  Res-  Assistant  Be^onal  Conservation  Manager. 

ton.  Virginia.  Western,  Menlo  Park,  California. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Marine  Oil  ft  Gas  Opera-  Supervisory  Geologist,  Menlo  Park  Cau¬ 
tions,  Beston,  Virginia.  fornla.  ’ 

Chief,  Branch  of  Onshore  Oil  ft  Gas  Opera-  Supervisory  Mining  (2)  Mmilo 

tions,  Beston,  Virginia.  Park,  California. 

Mining  Engineer  (2),  Beston,  Virginia.  Area  Geothermal  Supervisor,  Menlo  Parte, 

Geologist  (4) ,  Beston,  Virginia.  California. 

Petroleum  Engineer  (6),  Beston,  Virginia.  Deputy  Geothermal  SupMvlsor,  park. 

Geophysicist,  Beston,  Virginia.  California. 

Mineral  BconcMnlst,  Beston,  Virginia.  Mining  Engineer,  Menlo  Park,  California. 

Environmental  Conservation  Specialist,  Bes-  Geologist,  Menlo  Park,  California. 

ton,  Virginia.  Supervisory  Geologist,  Anchorage,  Alaska. 

Environmental  Specialist,  Beston,  Virignia.  Geologist,  Anchorage.  Alaska. 

Hydraulic  Engineer,  Beston,  Virginia.  Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer,  Anchtwage 

Chief,  Computer  Center  Division,  Beston,  Alaska. 

Virginia.  Petroleum  Engineers.  Anchorage.  aiiui»» 

Assistant  Chief,  Computer  Center  Division,  Supervisory  Mining  Engineer,  Phoenix, 

Beston,  Virginia.  Arizona. 

Chief  Geologist,  Beston,  Virginia.  Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer.  Bakersfield, 

Chief,  Office  of  Mineral  Resources,  Beston,  CaUfomia. 

Vlr^la.  Research  Geologist,  Los  Angeles,  California. 

Chief,  Office  of  Environmental  Geology,  Bes-  Geologist,  Los  Angeles,  California. 

ttm.  Virginia.  Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer  (2),  Los 

Chief,  Office  of  Geochemistry  &  Geophysics,  Angeles,  California. 

Beston,  Virginia.  Petroleum  Engineer.  Los  Angeles,  CaHfomla. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Analytical  Laboratories.  Hydraulic  Engineer.  Sacramento,  <^^^llfomia. 

Beston.  Virginia.  Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer.’  Santa  Bar- 

Chief,  Office  of  Minerals  Exploration,  Beston,  bara,  California. 

Virginia.  Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer,  Durango, 

Chief.  Office  of  Energy  Resources,  Beston,  Colorado. 

Virginia.  Area  OU  Shale  Supervisor,  Grand  Jtmctlon, 

Supervisory  Geophysicist — ^Earthquake  Cen-  Colorado. 

ter,  Beston,  Vliginia.  Deputy  Oil  Shale  Supervisor,  Grand  June- 

Senior  Scientist,  Washington,  D.C.  tion,  Colorado. 

Regional  Conservation  Manager,  Eastern,  Regional  Hydrologist,  Atlanta,  Georgia. 

Washington.  D.C.  Supervisory  Mining  Engineer,  Pocatello, 

Supervisory  Mining  Engineer,  Washington,  Idaho. 

D.C.  Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer  (2)  Lafay- 

Geologist  (2),  Washington.  D.C.  ette, Louisiana. 

Petroleum  Engineer  (2),  Washington,  D.C.  Conservation  Manager.  Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS 
Mining  Engineer,  Washington,  D.C.  Operations,  Metairie,  Louisiana. 

Assistant  Director — Central  Region,  Lake-  Assistant  Manager,  Gulf  of  Mexico  OCS  Op- 
wood,  Colorado.  peratlons,  Metairie,  Louisiana. 

Management  Officer,  Lakewood,  Colorado.  Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer  (8)  Metairie, 
Service  and  Contracts  Officer,  Lakewood,  Louisiana. 

Colorado.  Supervisory  Geophysicist.  Metairie,  Loulsl- 

Regional  Hydrologist.  Lakewood,  Colorado.  -  ,  _  ,  .  ^  „ 

I  ,  1.  *  .  •«*  .  1.  Supervisory  Geologist,  Metairie,  Louisiana. 

Chief,  Rocky  Mountain  Mapping  Center,  staff  Assistant  for  Programs,  Metairie,  Louisi- 
Lakewood.  Colorado.  ana. 

Regional  Conservation  Manager.  Central.  Assistant  Oil  ft  Gas  Supervisor,  Metairie 
Lakewood,  Colorado.  Louisiana. 

Assistant  Regional  Conservation  Manager,  Area  OH  ft  Gas  Supervisor  Resources  Evalu- 
Central,  Lakewood,  Colorado.  atlon  ft  Analysis,  Metairie,  Louisiana. 

Geologist,  Lakewood,  Colorado.  Petroleum  Engineer,  Jadcson.  Mla8ia84>pL 

Supervisory  Mining  Engineer,  Denver,  Mapping  Center,  Bolla 

Colorado. 

Geologist  (7) ,  Denver,  Colorado.  Mining  Engineer,  Bolla,  MissourL 

Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer,  Denver,  Billings,  Montana. 

Colorado.  Supervisory  Mining  Engineer.  BlUlngs,  Mon- 

Supervisory  Hydraulic  Engineer,  Denver.  tana. 

Colorado.  Supervisory  Petroleiun  Engineer,  Billings 
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Mining  Engineer,  Carlsbad,  New  Mexico. 
Geologist,  Carlsbad,  New  Mexico. 

Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer,  Farmington, 
New  Mexico. 

Geologist,  Farmington,  New  Mexico. 

Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer,  Hobbs, 
New  Mexico. 

Geologist,  Roswell,  New  Mexico. 

Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer  (2) ,  Roswell, 
J^ew  Mexico. 

Supervisory  Regulatory  Engineer,  Roswell, 
New  Mexico. 

Supervisory  Mining  Engineer,  McAlester, 
Oklahoma. 

Supervisory  Petrolexun  Engineer,  Oklahoma 
City,  Oklahoma. 

Geolo^st,  Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

Supervisory  Petroleiun  Engineer  (2),  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma. 

Hydraulic  Engineer,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Chief,  EROS  Data  Center,  Sioux  Falls,  So. 
Dakota. 

Administrative  OfiScer,  EROS  Data  Center, 
Sioux  Falls,  So.  Dakota. 

Supervisory  Geologist.  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 
Supervisory  Mining  Engineer,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah, 

Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah. 

Hydraulic  Engineer,  Tacoma,  Washington. 
Suprvisory  Geologist  (2),  Casper,  Wyoming. 
Supervisory  Petroleiun  Engineer  (3),  Casper, 
Wyoming. 

Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer,  Newcastle, 
Wyoming. 

Supervisory  Petroleum  Engineer,  Rock 
Springs,  Wyoming. 

Mining  Engineer,  Rock  Springs,  Wyoming. 
Supervisory  Petroleiun  Engineer,  Thermopo- 
lis,  Wyoming. 

Chief  of  Party,  Saudi  Arabia,  Jidda,  Saudi 
Arabia. 

MINING  ENFORCEMENT  AND  SAFETT 
ADMINISTRATION 

Assistant  Administrator — Plans,  Assessments, 
and  Management. 

Aaslstant  Administrator — Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety. 

Assistant  Administrator — Metal  and  Non- 
metal  Mine  Health  and  Safety. 

Assistant  Administrator — Education  and 
Training. 

Assistant  Administrator — ^Technical  Support. 
District  Manager,  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety,  District  1,  Wilkes-Barre,  Pa. 

District  Manager,  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety,  District  2,  Pittsburgh,  Pa. 

District  Manager,  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  District  3,  Morgantown,  W.  Va. 
District  Manager,  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety,  District  4,  Mount  Hope,  W.  Va. 
District  Manager,  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety,  District  6,  Norton,  Va. 

District  Manager.  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety.  District  6,  PikevUle,  Ky. 

District  Manager,  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety,  District  7,  BarbourvUlerKy. 

District  Manager.  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety,  District  8,  Vincennes.  Ind. 

District  Manager,  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety,  District  0,  Denver,  Colorado. 

District  Manager,  Metal  and  Nonmetal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety,  North  Central  District, 
Duluth,  Minnesota. 

District  Manager,  Metal  and  Nonmetcd  Mine 
Health  and  Safety,  Northeastern  District, 
Plttsbiugh,  Pennsylvania. 

District  Manager,  Metal  and  Nonmetal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety.  Southeastern  District, 
Birmingham,  Alabama. 

District  Manager,  Metal  and  Nonmetcd  Mine 
Health  and  Safety,  South  Central  District, 
Dallas,  Texas. 

District  Manager.  Metal  and  Nonmetal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety,  Rocky  Mountain  Dis¬ 
trict,  Denver,  Colorado. 


District  Manager,  Metal  and  Nonmetal  Mine 
Health  and  Safety,  Western  District,  Ala¬ 
meda,  California. 

Chief,  Office  of  Assessment. 

Chief,  Division  of  Management  Services. 

Chief,  State  Grant  Program  Office. 

OFFICE  OF  RESEARCH  AND  DBVELOPBIENT 

Assistant  Director — Environmental  &  Eco¬ 
nomic  Analysis. 

Assistsuxt  Director — Exploration  &  Extrac¬ 
tion. 

Assistant  Director — ^Transmission,  Tranqior- 
tation  and  Storage. 

Contract  Specialist. 

Supervisory  Electrical  Engineer. 

Assistant  to  Assistant  Director,  Transmis¬ 
sion,  Transportation  and  Storage. 

Contract  Specialist. 

ALASKA  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 

Chief,  Administrative  Services  Division, 
Juneau,  Alaska. 

Chief,  Power  Division,  Juneau,  Alaska, 

Chief,  Project  Development  Division,  Juneau, 
Alaska. 

Project  Superintendent  (Eklutna),  Palmer, 
Alaska. 

Project  Superintendent  (Snettisham) , 
Juneau,  Alaska. 

BONNEVILLE  POWER  ADMINISTRATION 

Deputy  Administrator,  Portland,  Oregon. 
Assistant  Administrator  (Manager,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  Office) . 

Assistant  Manager.  Washington,  D.C.,  Office. 
Special  Assistant,  Washington,  D.C..  Office, 
Executive  Assistant  to  the  Administrator, 
Portland,  Oregon. 

Assistant  to  the  Administrator — Policy,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon. 

Assistant  to  the  Administrator — ^Interagency 
Relations,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Assistant  to  the  Administrator — ^Energy 
Conservation,  Portland.  Oregon. 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Engineering  and 
Construction,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Chief  of  Program  Control,  Portland,  Oregon. 
Construction  Program  Coordinator,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon. 

Construction  and  Services  Manager,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon. 

Engineering  Manager,  Portland,  Oregon. 
Manager  of  Planning,  Research,  and  De¬ 
velopment.  Portland,  Oregon. 

Head,  Thermal-Nuclear  Analysis  Staff,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon. 

General  Engineer,  Thermal-Nuclear  Analysis 
Staff,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Electrical  Enginew,  Thermal-Nuclear  Anal¬ 
ysis  Staff,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Plant  Services,  Vancouver, 
Washington. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Construction,  Vancouver, 
Washington. 

Assistant  Chief,  Branch  of  Construction, 
Vancouver,  Washington. 

Head,  Line  Construction  Section,  Branch  of 
Construction,  Vancouver,  Washington. 
Head,  Substation  Construction  Section, 
Branch  of  Construction,  Vancouver.  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Land,  Portland,  Oregon. 
Chief,  Branch  of  Materials  and  Procurement, 
Portland.  Oregon. 

Head,  Western  Group,  Quality  Control  Unit, 
Branch  of  Materials  and  Procurement, 
Portland,  Oregon. 

Head.  Eastern  Group,  Quality  Control  Unit. 
Branch  of  Materials  and  Procurement, 
Portland,  Oregon. 

Head,  Inventory  Management  and  Storage 
Section,  Portland  Oregon. 

Head,  Procurement  Section,  Branch  of  Mate¬ 
rials  and  Procurement,  Portland,  Oregon. 


Head.  Procurement  Speclflcatlons  Engineer¬ 
ing  Unit,  Branch  of  Materials  and  Procure¬ 
ment,  Portland.  Oregon. 

Head,  Bid  and  Awards  Unit,  Branch  of  Mate¬ 
rials  and  Procurement.  Portland.  Oregon. 
Head,  Purchase  Unit,  Branch  of  Materials  and 
Procurement,  Portland,  Oregon, 

Head,  Contract  Management  Section,  Branch 
of  Materials  and  Procurement,  Portland. 
Oregon. 

Chief,  Branch  of  System  Engineering,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon. 

Assistant  Chief,  Branch  of  System  Engineer¬ 
ing,  Portland,  Or^on. 

Consultants  (7) .  Branch  of  System  Engineer¬ 
ing,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Head,  High  Voltage  Practices  Section.  Branch 
of  Sirstem  Engineering,  Portland,  Oregon. 
Chief,  Branch  of  Control  Engineering,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon. 

Assistant  Chief,  Branch  of  Control  Engineer¬ 
ing,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Laboratories,  Vancouver, 
Washington. 

Assistant  Chief,  Branch  of  Laboratories,  Van¬ 
couver,  Washington. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Substation  Design,  Portland, 
Oregon. 

Head,  Design  Services  Section,  Branch  of 
Substation  Design,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Head,  Architectural,  Civil,  and  Mechanical 
Section,  Branch  of  Substation  Design,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Transmission  Design,  Pwt- 
land,  Oregon. 

Assistant  Chief,  Branch  of  Transmission  De¬ 
sign,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Head,  Line  Design  Section,  Branch  of  Trans¬ 
mission  Design,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Head,  Location  and  Mapping  Section,  Branch 
of  Transmission  Design,  Portland,  Oregon. 
Assistant  Administrator  for  Management 
Services,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Personnel  Management. 
Portland,  Oregon. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Finance  and  Accounts,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon. 

Head,  Disbursement  Audit  Section,  Branch  of 
Finance  and  Accounts,  Portland,  Oregon. 
Chief,  Branch  of  Administrative  Services, 
Portland,  Oregon. 

Chief.  Branch  of  ADP  Systems,  Portland, 
Oregon. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Computer  Operatlont,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon. 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Operation  and 
Maintenance,  Portland,  Oregon. 

Chief,  Branch  of  System  Operations,  Pinrt- 
land,  Oregon. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Maintenance,  Portland,  Ore¬ 
gon. 

Area  Manager — ^Idaho  Falls  Area,  Idaho  Falls, 
Idaho. 

Area  Manager — Spokane  Area,  Spokane, 
Washington. 

Area  Manager — ^Portland  Area.  Portland,  Ore¬ 
gon. 

Area  Manager — Seattle  Area,  Seattle,  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Area  Manager — ^Walla  Walla  Area,  Walla 
Walla.  Washington. 

Assistant  Administrator  for  Power  Manage¬ 
ment  (Power  Manager)  Portland,  Oregon. 
Assistant  Power  Manager,  Portland,  Oregon. 
Special  Assistant  to  the  Power  Manager,  Port¬ 
land,  Oregon. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Customer  Service,  Portland, 
Oregon. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Power  Resources,  Portland, 
Oregon. 

Chief,  Branch  of  Power  Supply,  Portland, 
Oregon. 

SOUTHEASTERN  POWER  ADICINISTRATION 

Chief,  Division  of  Fiscal  Operations,  Elberton, 
Georgia. 
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Chief.  Division  of  Personnel  anl  Manage¬ 
ment,  Washington,  D.C. 

Management  Operations  Offlcer.  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

T7.S.  nsB  AND  wiLDLmc  mvicx 

Deputy  Direetor — ^Washington,  D.C. 

Associate  Directors — Washington,  D.C. 

Deputy  Associate  Directors— Waehlngton, 
D.C. 

Assistant  Directors — Washington,  D.C. 

Deputy  Assistant  Directors — ^Washington, 
D.C. 

Special  Assistant  to  the  Director — ^Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Chief,  Contracting  and  General  Services — 
Washington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Chief,  Contracting  and  General 
Services — ^Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Division  of  Psderal  Aid — ^Washington. 
D.C. 

Chief.  Division  of  Technical  Assistance— 
Washington,  D.C. 

Regional  Directors — Portland,  Or^on;  Al¬ 
buquerque,  New  Mexico;  Twin  Cities,  Min¬ 
nesota;  Atlanta,  Georgia;  Boston.  Massa¬ 
chusetts;  Denver,  Colorado. 

Deputy  Regional  Directors — ^Portland,  Ore¬ 
gon;  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico;  Twin 
Cities,  Minnesota;  Atlanta.  Georgia; 
Boston,  Massachusetts;  Denver,  Colorado. 
Associate  Regional  Directors — Portland,  Ore¬ 
gon;  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico;  Twin 
Cities,  Minnesota;  Atlanta,  Georgia; 
Boston,  Massachusetts;  Denver.  Colorado. 
Regional  Supervisor.  Federal  Aid — Portland, 
Oregon;  Albuquerque.  New  Mexico;  Twin 
Cities,  Minnesota;  Atlanta,  Georgia;  Bos¬ 
ton,  Massachusetts. 

Chief,  Property  Offlcer — Portland,  Oregon; 
Twin  Cities,  Minnesota;  (OS-13  and  above) 
Atlanta,  Georgia. 

Chief.  Offlce  of  Planning  and  Assistance — 
Denver.  Colorado. 

Area  Managers — Salt  Lake  City.  Utah;  Bis¬ 
marck,  North  Dakota;  Billing  Montana; 
Pierre.  South  Dakota;  Kansas  City,  Mis¬ 
souri. 

Alaska  Area  Director — ^Anchorage,  Alaska. 
Deputy  Alaska  Area  Director — ^Anchorage, 
Alaska. 

Special  Assistant  to  Area  Director — ^Anchor¬ 
age,  AlMka. 

Western  Field  Coordinator,  Denver,  Colorado. 
Chief  Property  Offlcers,  Albuquerque,  New 
Mexico,  and  Boston,  Massachusetts  (2) 
GS-1. 


Chief.  Division  of  Power  Sales,  Elberton, 
Georgia. 

Chief.  Division  of  Power  Operations,  Elber- 
ton,  Georgia. 

Administrative  Offlcer,  Elberton,  Georgia. 

SOTTTHWXSIXaM  POWXB  JkOMIMISTaaTION 

Deputy  Administrator — ^Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

Director,  Planning  Staff — Tulsa.  Oklahoma. 

Chief,  Division  of  Power  Facilities — ^Tulsa, 
Oklahoma. 

Chief,  Division  of  Power  Marketing — ^Tulsa, 
Oklahoma. 

Chief,  Division  of  Administrative  Mmiage- 
ment — ^Tulsa,  Oklahoma. 

ASSISTANT  SXCBXXAaT — ITBH  AND  WILDUTB  ANB 

parks 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary.  Washington,  D.C. 


Chief,  Division  of  General  Engineering,  Com¬ 
missioner’s  Offlce.  Washington,  DD. 

Chief,  Construction  and  Contracting  Activi¬ 
ties  Branch,  Commissioner’s  ^oe.  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 

Chief.  Division  at  Research,  Cammlasloner’s 
Offlce,  Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  DlTlson  of  Power,  Commissioner’s  Of¬ 
flce,  Washington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Chief,  Division  of  Power.  Com¬ 
missioner’s  Offlce,  Washington,  DD. 

Chief.  Systems  Engineering  Branch,  Com¬ 
missioner’s  Offlce,  Washington.  DD. 

Chief,  Division  of  Program  Coordination  and 
Finance,  Commissioner’s  Office,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Assistant  Chief,  Dlvlskm  of  Program  Coordi¬ 
nation  and  Finance,  CommissionM^  Offlce, 
Washlngtcm.  D.C. 

Chief,  Division  of  Procizrement  and  Property, 
Commissioner’s  Offlce,  Washington.  D.O. 
Chief,  Operations  Branch.  Division  of  Pro¬ 
curement  and  Property.  Commissioner’s 
Office,  Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Division  of  Planning,  Commlssioner'i 
CM3ce.  Washington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Chief,  Division  of  Planning.  Com¬ 
missioner’s  Offlce,  Washington,  DO. 

Chief,  Division  of  Water  and  Land,  Commls- 
Bloner*B  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Chief,  Division  of  Water  and  Land, 
Commissioner’s  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
Chief,  Water  Operations  Branch,  Commis¬ 
sioner’s  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Lands  and  Recreation  Branch,  Com¬ 
missioner’s  Office.  Waffiilngton,  D.C. 
Compliance  and  Settlement  Officer.  Commis¬ 
sioner’s  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 

Realty  Offlcer,  Commissioner’s  Offlce,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Chief.  Contracts  and  Repayment  Branch, 
Commissioner’s  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
Contract  and  Repayment  Specialists  (3), 
Commissioner’s  Office,  Washington,  D.C. 
Chief.  Division  of  Youth  Conservation  Pro¬ 
grams,  Commissioner’s  Office,  Washington, 
D.C. 

XNGINXXBING  AND  SlNSABrH  CENTKB 

Director  of  Design  and  Construction.  En¬ 
gineering  and  Research  Center,  Denver, 
Colorado. 

Bupervlscnry  General  Engineers  (10) ,  Denver, 
Colorado. 

Environmental  Specialist,  Denver,  Colorado. 
Supervisory  Electrical  Engineers  (2),  Denver 
Colorado. 

ASSISTANT  sacaETAST — LAND  AND  WATKB  Supervlsfflry  Clvll  Engineers  (8),  Denver, 

Colorado. 

Chief,  Division  of  Managment  Support,  Den- 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  (2),  Wakblngkm.  ver,  Colorado. 

D.C.  Supervisory  Mechanical  Engineers  (1),  Den- 

l^;>ecial  Assistant  to  the  Assistant  Secretary,  ver.  Colorado. 

Washington.  D.C.  Supervisory  Geifloglst,  Denver,  Colorado. 

Ptfi*  Assistant  (Eomiomlcs),  Washington,  Civil  Engineers  (4) ,  Denver,  Colorado. 

D.C.  Procurement  Offlcer,  Denver,  Colorado. 

Staff  Assistant  (4),  Washington,  DX3.  Supervisory  General  Physical  Soientlsts  (8), 

Denver,  Colorado. 

orriuK  or  iand  use  and  water  planning  Supervisory  Hydraulic  Engineer,  Denver, 

Colorado. 

General  Engineer,  Denver,  Colorado. 

Supply  Management  Oflieer,  Denver,  Ccflo- 
rado. 

Appraiser,  Denver,  Colorado. 

Assistant  CkunmlBSioner— Resource  Develop-  vAcanc  McmTHwxsT  region 

ment,  Ccnnmlssioner’B  Office,  Washington, 

D.C.  Regional  DirectiN,  Paclfle  Northwest  Re- 

Assistant  Commissioner— Resource  Manage- 
O»un«.ton.,-.  one., 

Reelonal  Enelneer.  Botse.  Idaho. 

A^tant^m^Jtoer-^uiw  Placing,  OonsW^on  Branch.  Boise,  Idaho. 

Commissioner's  Offlce.  Washington.  D.C.  cjuef.  Design  Branch.  Boise,  Idaho. 

Assistant  Commissioner — Adminlstoatlon,  chief.  Division  of  Water  and  Land  Opera- 

Commissioner^  Office,  Washington,  DC.  tlons,  Boise.  Idaho. 

Assistant  to  the  Commissioner — ^Ecology  Chief,  Repayment  and  Statistics  Branch. 

Crnmnissioner’s  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  Boise,  Idaho. 

Chief,  Division  of  General  Services,  Com-  Chief,  Land  Branch,  Boise,  Idaho, 
missloner’s  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  Regional  Supervisor  of  Power,  B<4se,  Idaho. 


NATIONAL  PARK  SERVICE 

Deputy  Direetor — Washington.  D.C. 

Executive  Assistant  to  the  Director — Wash¬ 
ington,  DC. 

Assistant  to  the  Director  for  Public  Affairs. 
Associate  Directors — Washington.  DC.  (4). 
Assistant  Directors — Washington,  D.C.  (8). 
Chief,  Division  of  Contracting  and  Property 
Management — Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Concessions — Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Land  Acquisition — Washington,  D.C. 
Chief  Scientist — Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Grants  Division — Washington.  D.C. 
Chief,  Finance  Division — Washington,  D.C. 
Chief,  Systems  Design — Washington,  D.C. 
Chief,  Organization  and  Methods — Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C. 

Supply  Management  Officer — ^Washington, 
D.C. 

All  Realty  Officers,  GS-13  and  above  (16). 
Keeper  of  the  National  Register — Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Regional  Directors  (8) . 

Director,  National  Capital  Parks — ^Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

Associate  Directors,  Regions  and  National 
Capital  Parks  (34) . 

Assistants  to  the  Directors,  Regions  (8). 
Regional  Chiefs,  Division  of  Contracting  and 
Pitqierty  Management  (8). 

Chief,  Branch  of  Procurement,  National 
Capital  Parks — ^Washington,  D.C. 

Regional  Chief,  Administrative  Services. 
Chief  Appraiser — ^Washington.  D.C. 

Chief  Appraisers — ^Fleld  (8). 

All  Superintendents,  OS-13  and  above  (117). 
Manager,  Denver  Service  Center — ^Denver, 
Colorado. 

Associate  Manager.  Professional  Support— 
Denver  Service  Center. 

Associate  Manager,  Production — ^Denver  Serv¬ 
ice  Center. 

Chief,  Contract  Administration — ^Denver 
Service  Center. 

Manager,  Harpers  Ferry  Center — ^Harpers 
Ferry,  West  Virginia. 

Assistant  Manager,  Administration — ^Harpers 
Ferry  Center. 

Assistant  Manager.  Project  Control  and  Ref¬ 
erence  Services — Harpers  Ferry  Center. 
Btqtervlsory  Archeologists,  Archeological 
Centers— New  Mexico,  Arizona,  and  Georgia 


Direetor,  Office  of  Land  Use  and  Water  Plan¬ 
ning,  Washington,  D.C. 


AD  Conservation  Center  Directors  (3) . 

All  Administrative  Officers,  08-13  and  above 
(137). 

Regional  Chiefs,  Operations  Evaluation  (8) . 
State  Directors — Hawaii  and  Alaska  (2) . 
Chief,  UB.  Park  Police,  Washington,  D.C. 
Deputy  Chief,  U.8.  Park  Police,  Washington, 
D.C. 

BCRXaXT  or  outdoor  recreation 

Deputy  Director,  Washington,  D.C. 

All  Assistant  Directors  (3) ,  Washington,  D.C, 
All  Regional  Directors  (7). 

All  Deputy  Regional  Directors  (8) . 

Assistant  Regional  Directors  (9) . 
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Chief,  Baeourceg  and  Oontracts  Bnneh. 
Boise,  Idaho. 

Regional  Planning  OfBcar,  Botee,  Idaho. 
Assistant  Regional  Planning  Ofioar,  Bolae, 
Idaho. 

Chlet.  Rngtneering  and  Bvamys  Bnauik, 
Boise,  Idaho. 

Chief,  Econoaalc  Resources  Branci^  Boise, 
Idaho. 

Regional  Procurement  and  Property  Offiow, 
Boise,  Idaho. 

Chief,  Resource  Utilization  Branch,  Boise, 
Idaho. 

Chief,  Salem  Field  Branch.  Boise,  Idaho. 

Chief.  Boise  Planning  Field  Branch.  Boise. 
Idaho. 

Project  Superintendent.  Central  Snake  Proj¬ 
ects  Office,  Boise,  Idaho. 

Center  Director,  Columbia  Basin  ClTlllan 
Conservation  Center,  Moses  lAke,  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Project  Manager,  Colmnbla  Basin  Project 
Office,  Ephrata,  Washington. 

Chief,  Engineering  and  Drainage  Division, 
Ephrata,  Washington. 

Chief,  Construction  Division,  Ephrata,  Wash¬ 
ington. 

Chief,  Water  and  Land  Operations  Division, 
Ephrata,  Washington. 

Project  Superintendent,  Hungry  Horse  Proj¬ 
ect  Office,  Hungry  Hmee,  Washington. 
Project  Superintendent,  lionldoka  Project 
Office,  Btirley,  Idaho. 

Center  Director,  Marslng  Civilian  Conserva¬ 
tion  Center,  Marslng.  Idaho. 

Project  Construction  Engineer,  East  Qreen- 
acres  Project  Office,  Poet  Falls,  Idaho. 

Project  Construction  Engineer.  Teton  Proj¬ 
ect  Office,  St.  Anthony,.Idaho. 

Office  Engineer.  St.  Anthony.  Idaho. 

Field  Engineer,  St.  Anthony,  Idaho. 

Project  Construction  Ei^lneer,  Tualatin 
Project  Office,  Forest  Orove,  Oregon. 

Field  Engineer,  Forest  Orove,  Oregon. 

Office  Engineer.  Forest  Orove,  Oregon. 

Project  Superintendent,  Taklma  Project 
Office,  Tatclma,  Washington. 

Project  Construction  Engineer,  Chief  Joseph 
Dam  Project  Office,  Manson,  Washington. 
Columbia-North  Pacific  Planning  Officer, 
Columbia  North  Pactflo  Planning  Office. 
Vancouver,  Washington. 

Project  Manager,  Grand  Conies  Prsjoot 
Office,  Grand  Coulee,  Washington. 

Chief.  Third  Power  Plant  Constructkm  Di- 
vlsicHi.  Orand  Coulee.  Washington. 

Field  Engineer.  Orand  Coulee.  Washington. 
Office  Engineer.  Grand  Coulee.  Washington. 
Chief,  Maintenance  Division,  Orand  Coulee, 
Washington. 

Chief,  Operations  Division.  Grand  Coulee, 
Washington. 

MIS  pacinc  ascxoN 

Reglmial  Director.  Sacramento,  California. 
Assistant  Regional  Director.  Sacramento, 
California. 

Assistant  Regional  Director,  Sacramento, 
California. 

Assistant  to  the  Regional  Director — ^Admin¬ 
istrative  Management,  Sacramento,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Project  Construction  Engineer.  Fresno,  CsU- 
fomia. 

Chief,  Office  Engineering  Division.  Fresno, 
California. 

Project  Manager,  Klamath  FsUe,  Oregon. 
Project  Construction  Engineer,  Auburn,  Oall- 
fomia. 

Chief.  Office  Engineering  Division,  Auburn, 
California. 

Chief,  Rlght-of-Wa]r  Diviskm.  Auburn,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Administrative  Officer,  Auburn,  OMUOmla. 
Project  Manager,  Carson  Ci^.  Nevada. 
Regional  Loan  Engineer,  Sacramento.  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Regional  Supervisor  of  Water  and  Land  Op¬ 
erations,  Sacramento,  California. 


Regional  Supervisor  of  Power,  Sacramento, 
California. 

Otitef,  Marketing  and  Sales  Branch,  Baeva- 
mento,  California. 

Regional  Engineer,  Sacramento,  Caltfomla. 
Regional  Planning  OBoer,  Sacramento,  Catl- 
Xomla. 

Regional  Procurement  and  Prc^rty  Officer, 
Sacramento,  California. 

Regional  Real  Estate  Officer,  Sacramento, 
California. 

Supervisory  Appraiser,  Sacramento,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Chief.  Folsom  Field  Division,  Folsom,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Chief,  Fresno  Field  Division,  Fresno,  Cali¬ 
fornia. 

Chief,  Tracy  Field  IMvlslon,  Tracy,  California. 
Chief,  Shasta  FMd  Dlviaion,  Redding.  Cali- 
fcnmla. 

Project  Construction  Bngiiiaer,  Willows, 
California. 

Chief,  Office  Engineering  Division,  Wniows, 
Calif  omia. 

LOWES  COLORADO  REGIOK 

Regional  Director,  Lower  Colorado  Region, 
Boulder  City,  Nevada. 

Assistant  Regional  Director,  Boulder  City, 
Nevada. 

Regional  Engineer,  Boulder  City,  Nevada. 
Regional  Supervisor  at  Power,  Boulder  City. 
Nevada. 

Regional  Supervtsor  of  Water  and  Land  Op¬ 
erations,  Boulder  City,  Nevada. 

Regional  Supply  and  Services  Officer.  Boulder 
City.  Nevada. 

Chief,  Marketing  and  Sales  Branch,  Boulder 
City,  Nevada. 

Regional  Planning  Officer,  Bonlder  City, 
Nevada. 

Project  Manager,  Boulder  City,  Nevada. 

Project  Mimagcr,  Paiker-Davls  Project, 
PhoenlE,  Arizona. 

Projects  Manager,  Arizona  Projects  Office, 
Phoenix,  Arizona. 

Associate  Projects  Manager,  Arizona  Projects 
Office,  Phoenix.  Arizona. 

Chief,  Lands  Branch,  Arizona,  Projects  Office, 
Phoenix,  Arizona. 

Project  Manager,  Yuma  Projects  Office,  Yuma, 
Arizona. 

UPWR  COLORADO  RCQIOir 

n.S.  Representative  on  the  Beer  River  Cc»n- 
mlsslon  (Expert).  Salt  Lake  City.  Utah. 

U.S.  Commissioner  &  Chairman,  Upper 
Colorado  River  Commission,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah. 

Regional  Director,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 
Assistant  to  Regional  Director — Administra¬ 
tive  Management,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 
Regional  Engineer,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 
Regional  Supervisor  of  Water  and  Land  Op¬ 
erations,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 

Regional  Planning  Officer,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah. 

Regloncd  Supervisor  of  Power,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah. 

Regional  Finance  Officer,  Salt  Lake  City. 
Utah. 

Regional  Property  and  Services  Officers,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah. 

Project  Power  Manager.  CRSP  Power  Op¬ 
erations  Office,  Montrose,  ColOTado. 
Administrative  Officer,  Montrose,  Colorado. 
Chief,  Flaming  Gorge  Field  Division,  Flam¬ 
ing  Gorge  Field  Division,  Dutch  John, 
Utah. 

Chief,  Glen  Canyon  Field  Divisloii,  Glen  Can¬ 
yon  Field  Division,  Page,  Arisona. 

Project  Manager,  Western  Colorado  Projects 
Officer.  Orand  Junction,  Colorado. 

Center  Director.  CoUbran  Job  Corps  Civilian 
Conservation  Center,  CoUbran,  Colorado. 
Center  Director,  Weber  Basin  Job  Corps 
Civilian  Conservation  Center,  Ogden,  Utah. 


SOUTHWRSr  RRCION 

Regional  Director,  Southwest  Region,  Ama- 
rUlo,  Texas. 

Assistant  Regional  Director,  Amarillo.  Texas. 
Assistant  to  Regional  Director — Administra¬ 
tive  Management.  AmarUlo,  Texas. 

Regional  Engineer,  Amarillo,  Texas. 

Regional  Supervisor  of  Power,  Amaiillo, 
Texas. 

Regional  Planning  Officer,  AmarUlo,  Texas. 
Regional  Supervisor  of  Water  and  Land  Op¬ 
erations,  AmarUlo,  Texas. 

Regional  Finance  Officer,  AmarUlo.  Texas. 
Regional  Procurement  and  Property  Officer, 
AmarlUo,  Texas. 

Project  Superintendent,  Middle  Rio  Grande 
Project,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico. 

Mexico. 

Project  Supwlntendent,  Rio  Grande  Proj¬ 
ect,  SI  Paso.  Texas. 

Project  Construction  Engineer.  San  Juan- 
Chama  Project.  Santa  Fe.  New  Mexico. 
Project  Construction  Engineer,  Nava^  In¬ 
dian  Irrigation  Project,  Farmington.  New 
Mexico. 

Plaiming  (MBcer,  Albuquerque,  New  Mexico. 
Chief,  Pecos  River  Basin  Water  Salvage 
Office  (OS-ia  and  above),  Carlsbad,  New 
Mexico. 

Planning  Officer,  Oklahoma  City.  Oklahoma. 
Planning  Officer.  Austin,  Texas. 

Project  Construction  Engineer.  Mountain 
Park  Project.  Altus,  Oklahoma. 

Project  Construction  Engineer,  Palmetto 
Bend  Project,  Edna,  Texas. 

Project  Superintendent.  Chama  *  Project, 
Chama,  New  Mexico. 

Special  Government  Employee,  United  States 
Commissioner  and  Chairman  of  the  Ca¬ 
nadian  River  Commission  (Expert),  Office 
of  the  Regional  Director,  AmarUlo,  Texas. 

billings,  MONTANA — UPPER  MISSOURI  RHION 

Regional  Director,  Bllllnga,  Montana. 
Assistant  Regional  Director,  BUllnga.  Mon¬ 
tana. 

Assistant  to  the  Regional  Dlrectc»r,  Billings, 
Montana. 

Regional  Engineer.  BUllngs,  Montana. 

Regional  Supervisor  of  Water  and  letnd  Op¬ 
erations.  Bluings,  Idontana. 

Regional  Supervisor  of  Power,  BUllnga, 
Montana. 

Regional  Planning  Engineer,  BUllnga,  Mon¬ 
tana. 

Regional  Procurement  and  Property  OOoar, 
Billings,  Montana. 

Chief,  Right-Of-Way  Branch,  BUllngs,  Mon¬ 
tana. 

Project  Manager.  Btsmarek,  North  Dakota. 
Assistant  Project  Manager.  Bismarck,  North 
Dakota. 

Chief,  Administrative  Services  Division,  Bis¬ 
marck,  North  Dakota. 

Project  Manager,  Huron,  South  Dekota. 
Assistant  Proje^  Manager.  Huron.  South 
Dakota. 

Chief,  Administrative  Surtees  Division, 
Huron.  South  Dakota. 

Project  Manager,  Oreat  Falls,  Montana. 
Assistant  Project  Manager.  Great  FaUs, 
Montana. 

Project  Manager.  RlvMton,  Wyoming. 

Power  System  Operations  Officer,  Water- 
town,  South  Dakota. 

LOWER  MISSOURI  REGION 

Regional  Dlrectm*,  Lower  Missouri  Regten. 
Denver.  Ccdorado. 

Assistant  Regional  Director,  Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado. 

Assistant  to  the  Re^onal  Director — Ad¬ 
ministrative  Management,  Doivar,  Colo¬ 
rado. 

Regional  Engineer,  Denver,  Colorado. 

Chief,  Construction  Coordination  and  Es¬ 
timates  Branch,  Denver,  CkUorado. 
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Regional  Planning  Officer,  Denver,  Colorado. 
Regional  SupervlscMr  of  Water  and  Land. 
Denver,  Colorado. 

Chief,  Land  Acquisition  Branch,  Denvw. 
Colorado. 

Chief,  Repayment  Branch,  Denver,  Colorado. 
Regional  Supervisor  of  Power,  Denver, 
Colorado. 

Chief,  Power  Contracts  Branch,  Denver 
Colorado. 

Regional  Finance  Officer,  Denver,  Colorado. 
Supply  Management  Officer,  Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado  (OS-12)  (1). 

KanaaB  Reclamation  Representative,  Topeka, 
Kansas. 

MRB  Planning  Officer,  Omaha,  Nebraska. 
WytHxdng  Reclamation  Representative,  Chey¬ 
enne.  Wyoming. 

Project  Manager,  Fryingpan-Arkansas  Proj¬ 
ect,  Pueblo.  Ccdorado. 

Chief,  Construction  Field  Division,  Frying¬ 
pan-Arkansas  Project,  Sallda,  Colorado. 
Administrative  Officer.  Fryingpan-Arkansas 
Project,  Pueblo,  Colorado. 

Project  Manager,  South  Platte  River  Project. 
Loveland.  Colorado. 

Project  Manager,  North  Platte  River  Proj¬ 
ects,  Casper,  Wyoming. 

Construction  Engineer,  Cheyenne  Construc¬ 
tion  Office,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming. 

Project  Manager.  Kansas  River  Project, 
McCock,  Nebraska. 

Planning  Officer,  Nebraska  Reclamation 
Office,  Grand  Island,  Nebraska. 

BUBEAU  or  IJIND  MAMAGXMENT 

Associate  Director.  Washington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Director,  Administration,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Director.  Resources,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Deputy  Assistant  Director,  Resources,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Director.  Legislation  and  Plans, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Director,  Technical  Services, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Director,  Minerals  Management, 
Washington,  D.C. 

Deputy  Assistant  Director,  Minerals  Man¬ 
agement,  Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Office  of  Evaluation,  Washington,  D.C. 
Chief,  Division  of  Lands  and  Realty,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Division  of  Mineral  Resources,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Division  of  Minerals  Environmental 
Assessment,  Washington,  D.C. 

Caiief,  Division  of  Minerals  Program  Devel¬ 
opment  and  Analysis,  Washington,  D.C. 
Chief,  Division  of  Forestry.  Washington.  D.C. 
Chief,  Division  of  Appraisal,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Chief,  Division  of  Budget  and  Program  De¬ 
velopment,  Washington.  D.C. 

Chief,  Division  of  Finance,  Washington,  D.C. 
All  Chiefs,  Division  of  Administrative  Serv¬ 
ices  (2). 

All  Managers,  Outer  Continental  Shelf 
Offices  (4). 

All  State  Directors  (12) . 

All  Associate  State  Directors  (12) . 

All  Chiefs.  Division  of  Technical  Services 
(ID- 

All  Chiefs,  Division  of  Resoiurces  (11) . 

All  District  Managers  (61) . 

Director,  Denver  Service  Center,  Denver, 
Colorado. 

BLM  Director,  Boise  Interagency  Fire  Cen¬ 
ter,  Boise,  Idaho.. 

Chief,  Appraisal  Staff,  Denver  Service  Center, 
Denver.  Col<M*ado. 

All  Staff  Appraisers,  Denver  Service  Center, 
Denver,  Colorado  (2) . 

All  Chief  State  Appraisers  (11)  OS-12  and 
above. 


Chief,  Division  of  Data  Processing.  Denver, 
Colorado. 

Communications  Specialist.  Washington, 
D.C. 

Chief.  Office  of  Sdentlflc  Systems  Develop¬ 
ment,  Denver,  Colorado. 

Pipeline  Project  Coordinator,  Ahohorage, 
Alaska. 

Chief,  Division  of  Cadastral  Survey, 
Anchorage.  Alaska. 

OFFICX  or  WATER  RESOURCES  RESEARCH 

Director,  Washington.  D.C. 

Associate  Director,  Washington,  D.C. 
Executive  Officer,  Washington,  D.C. 

OFFICE  or  SAUNE  V^ATER 
Director.  Washington,  D.C. 

Associate  Director,  Washington,  D.C. 

Assistant  Director  for  Engineering  &  Develc^- 
ment.  Washington,  D.C. 

Chief,  Membrane  Processes  Division,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 

Chief,  Project  Management  A  Plant  Engi¬ 
neering  Division,  Wasihlngton,  D.C. 
Assistant  Director  for  Research,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Chief,  Applied  Science  Division,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Chief,  Chemical  Physics  Division,  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C. 

Assistant  Director  for  Program  Development, 
Washington.  D.C. 

Chief,  Administrative  Management,  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C. 

Chief,  Contract  Operations,  Washington,  D.C. 
Manager,  Roswell  Test  Facility,  Roswell,  New 
Mexico. 

Manager.  WrlghtsvlUe  Beach  Test  Facility, 
Wrightsvllle  Beach,  North  Carolina. 
Resident  Engineer,  Fountain  Valley  Test 
Facility,  Fountain  Valley,  California. 
Manager.  Yuma  Test  Facility,  Yuma,  Arizona. 
Project  Engineering  Specialist,  Denver,  Colo¬ 
rado. 

OFFICE  FOR  MICROKESIAM  STATUS  HEGOTIATION8 

Staff  Assistant,  Washington,  D.C. 

(FR  Doc.74-28601  FUed  12-6-74;8:46  am] 


CHAPTER  II— BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGE¬ 
MENT,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
APPENDIX— PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

[Public  Land  Order  6461] 

IF-024730] 

ALASKA 

Partial  Revocation  of  PubKc  Land  Order 
No.  386,  as  Amended 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  In  the 
President  and  pursuant  to  Executive 
Order  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  FR 
4831),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Public  Land  Order  No.  386  of 
July  31, 1947,  as  amended  by  paragrsqih  4 
of  Public  Land  Order  No.  975  of  June  18, 
1954,  which  withdrew  lands  under  the 
Jurisdiction  of  the  Secretary  of  War  for 
right-of-way  purposes  for  a  telephone 
line  and  an  oil  pipeline  with  iqppur- 
tenances,  is  hereby  revoked  so  far  as  it 
affects  the  following  described  lands: 

A  tract  of  land  containing  69.90  acres,  situ¬ 
ated  on  the  north  side  of  the  Alaska  Highway 
near  mile  1370,  said  point  being  619  feet  dis¬ 
tent  N.  60°08'  W..  along  the  centerline,  from 
a  point  on  the  centerline  opposite  DB.  Coast 
and  Geodetic  Survey  Bench  Mark  W-17, 
1943,  latitude  63’’40'39"  N.,  and  longitude 


144*09*06"  W.;  thence  by  metes  and  boimds: 

N.  60*08'  W..  990  feet  along  the  centerline; 

N.  39*62'  E..  1,320  feet;  8.  60*08'  B.,  1,980 
feet;  8.  39*62'  W.,  1,280  feet,  more  or  less,  to 
the  centerline  of  the  highway;  northwesterly 
along  the  centerline  to  the  point  of  begin¬ 
ning. 

The  above  tract  has  since  been  surveyed 
as  UB.  Survey  No.  4368,  containing  59.92 
acres. 

2.  Title  to  a  portion  of  the  lands  de¬ 
scribed  in  paragraph  1  has  passed  from 
the  United  States  by  quitclaim  deed  of 
January  10, 1971  (F-13507),  issued  under 
the  Alaska  Communicaticms  Disposal  Act 
of  November  14,  1967  (81  Stat.  441-444). 
The  remsdning  lands,  as  described  below, 
are  withdrawn  under  section  11(a)(1) 
of  the  Alaska  Native  CHaims  Settlement 
Act  (85  Stat.  68,  696)  for  selection  by 
the  Native  village  of  Dot  Lake  and  the 
Doyon  Ltd.  Regional  Corporation : 

A  tract  of  land  being  a  portion  of  UB. 
Survey  No.  4368  located  In  sections  13  and 
24.  T.  22  N..  R.  6  E.  (unsurveyed).  Copper 
River  Meridian,  more  qjeclflcally  described 
asfoUows: 

Beginning  at  Cwnor  No.  1  of  UB.  Survey 
No.  4368,  said  comer  Is  on  the  centerline  of 
the  Alaska  EUghway  and  Is  S.  88°31'  W., 
a  distance  of  160  feet  from  Witness 
Comer  No.  1;  thence  N.  38*31'  E.,  along 
the  northwesterly  boundary  of  said  sur¬ 
vey  for  a  distance  of  1,320  feet,  more 
or  less,  to  Comer  No.  2;  thence  8.  51*29' 
E..  along  the  northeasterly  boundary  of  said 
survey  for  a  distance  of  1.980  feet,  more  or 
less,  to  Comer  No.  3;  thence  8.  38*31'  W., 
along  the  southeasterly  boundary  of  said 
survey  for  a  distance  of  1,287  feet  to  Comer 
No.  4.  said  point  being  on  the  centerline  of 
the  Alaska  Highway;  thence  along  said  cen¬ 
terline  N.  61*07'  W..  for  a  distance  of  146.62 
feet,  mcH«  or  less,  to  a  point;  thence  N. 
63*42'  W..  for  a  distance  of  226.^  feet,  m<»re 
or  less,  to  a  point;  thence  N.  61*29'  W.,  for  a 
distance  of  169.06  feet,  more  or  less,  to  a 
point;  thence  leaving  said  highway  center¬ 
line  and  said  nrvey  boundary  N.  38*31'  E.. 
for  a  distance  of  349.6  feet,  more  or  less,  to 
a  point;  thence  N.  61*29'  W..  for  a  distance  of 
4()0  feet,  more  or  lees;  thence  S.  38*81'  W.,  for 
a  distance  ef  349.5  feet  to  a  point  on  the 
eenterllne  of  saM  highway;  thence  N.  61*29' 
W..  along  the  centerline  of  said  highway  for 
a  distence  of  1.990  feet  more  or  less,  to  the 
point  ef  beginning. 

Containing  56.71  acres,  more  or  less. 

3.  Prior  to  any  conveyance  of  the  lands 
described  in  paragraph  2  of  this  order, 
Ihc  lands  shall  be  subject  to  administra¬ 
tion  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
under  the  applicable  laws  and  regula¬ 
tions,  and  his  authority  to  make  con¬ 
tracts  and  to  grant  leases,  permits, 
rights-of-way,  or  easements  shall  not  be 
impaired  by  this  order.  Applications  for 
leases  under  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act, 
as  amended,  30  UB.C.  181-287  (1970), 
will  be  rejected  until  this  order  is  modi¬ 
fied  or  the  lands  are  appropriately  clas¬ 
sified  to  permit  mineral  leasing. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

November  29,  1974. 

[FR  DOC.74-28&41  Filed  12-6-74;  8;  46  am] 
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Title  47 — Telecommunicatioiie 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  l»»4e;  POC  T4-1SM1 

SEARCH  AND  RESCUE 
COMMUNICATIONS 

Availability  of  Frequencies 

1.  A  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 
in  the  above-captioned  matter  was  re¬ 
leased  on  March  6.  1974,  and  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Pedbkai.  Register  on  March 
11.  1974  (39  FR  9462).  By  its  Erratum 
released  March  13,  1974,  and  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  March  20, 
1974  (39  FR  10448),  the  Commission 
amended  paragraph  tiiree  of  the  Notice 
of  Proposed  Rule  Making.  The  dates  for 
filing  comments  and  replies  have  passed. 

2.  Ck)mments  were  filed  by;  Americsm 
Institute  of  Merchant  Shipptog  (AIMS) , 
Hawaiian  Tug  and  Barge  Co.,  Ltd. 
(HT&B),  Lake  Carriers*  Association 
(LCA) ,  National  Party  Boat  Owners 
Alliance,  Inc.  (NPBOA) ,  Northern  Cali¬ 
fornia  Marine  Radio  Coimcil  (NCMRC), 
and  Radio  Technical  Committee  of  the 
United  States  Power  Squadrons  (USPS) . 
We  are  also  in  receipt  of  a  letter  from 
Alexander  P.  Olcott  ( APOlcott) . 

Availabiuty  of  157.1  MHz 

3.  The  Commission,  at  the  request  of 
the  United  States  Coast  Guard  (USCO) , 
proposed  in  its  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  that  the  frequency  157.1  MHz 
be  made  available  as  the  primary  liaison 
frequency  for  communication  between 
non-Govemment  vessels  and  ship,  atr- 

'  craft  and  coast  stations  of  the  USCXI. 
As  indicated  in  the  new  “US _ ’’  foot¬ 

note  proposed  to  be  added  to  S  2.106,  it 
is  the  intent  of  the  USCG  that  the  fre¬ 
quency  157.1  MHz  be  employed,  also,  by 
Government  vessels  for  this  same  pur¬ 
pose. 

4.  This  proposal  was  supported.  In 
varying  degree,  by;  AIMS,  LCA,  NCMRC, 
and  irSPS.  It  was  opposed  by:  HTiiB 
and  APOlcott.  HT&B  expres-ses  the  view 
that  the  intended  purpose  of  safety  com- 
mimications  proposed  to  be  performed 
on  157.1  MHz  could  be  carried  out  on 
156.3  MHz,  thus  avoiding  the  complex 
problem  of  installing  an  additional  fre¬ 
quency  in  VHP  equipment  where  chan¬ 
nels  are  all  in  current  usage.  APCMcott 
expresses  the  view  that  the  service  pro¬ 
posed  by  USCG  on  157.1  MHz  should 
continue  to  be  rendered  on  CThannel  12 
(155.6  MHz). 

5.  It  is  the  view  of  the  Commission  that 
the  additional  usage  of  156.3  MHz,  as 
stated  by  HT&B,  would  increase  the  load¬ 
ing  on  156.3  MHz  to  a  substantial  degree 
and,  in  consequence,  would  reduce  the 
usability  of  156.3  M£[z  tar  intership 
usage,  which  must  be  given  priority.  As 
concerns  the  use  of  156.6  MHz,  in  lieu 
of  157.1  MHz  as  stated  by  APOlcott,  the 
frequency  156.6  MHz  will  be  employed 
by  the  USCG  for  vessel  tndfic  system 
communications  and,  at  the  time  of  its 
implementation  for  that  purpose,  will  no 
longer  be  available  for  misc^aneotis 
communications.  The  Commission  is. 


therefore,  making  the  frequency  157,1 
MHz  available  to  ncm-Govemmoit  ves¬ 
sels,  as  set  forth  in  the  attached 
Appendix. 

Mandatory  Pitting  or  157.1  MHz 

6.  The  Ckunmission  proposed  to  re¬ 
quire  that  each  VHP  ship  station  licensee 
mandatorily  install  157.1  MHz  in  VHP 
equipments  (transceivers)  which  are  first 
Installed  aboard  ship  commencing  on  a 
date  six  months  after  finalization  of  the 
rule  making  in  the  instant  proceeding. 
This  proposal  was  opposed  by  AIMS, 
HT&B  and  APOlcott;  it  was  siqiported 
by  NCMRC  and  USPS;  and  it  was  con¬ 
ditionally  endorsed  by  LCA. 

7.  In  their  cgiposing  comments,  ATMS 
states: 

If  vessels  which  ere  currently  fitted  with 
VHP  are  not  reqtiired  to  add  157.1  MHz,  it 
wiU  be  many  years  before  a  significant  per¬ 
centage  of  vessels  will  be  c^erational  on  that 
frequency.  Furthermore,  there  are  many  ves- 
selr  that  would  have  little  or  no  need  of 
ever  communicating  with  the  Coast  Ouard.  To 
require  fitting  of  157.1  MHz  on  these  vessels 
would  be  an  unnecessary  burden.  (Any  dis¬ 
tress  communications  from  such  a  vessel 
lnvol''lng  the  Coast  Ouard  would  take  place 
on  channels  already  prescribed  for  distress 
purposes.)  On  the  other  hand,  certain  vessels, 
by  virtue  of  their  area  or  t3T>e  of  operation, 
may  communicate  frequently  with  the  Coast 
Guard.  These  are  the  vessels  that,  in  the 
PCC’s  words,  "will  Install  157.1  MHz  for 
oonvenlenoe  In  communications  with  the  UH. 
Coast  Ouard,”  without  being  compelled  to  do 
so.  As  a  result,  the  desired  reduction  of  the 
loading  on  156.8  MHz  will  be  achieved.  Selec¬ 
tive  fitting  on  a  voluntary  basis  wlU  con¬ 
tribute  more  In  the  foreseeable  future  toward 
that  end  than  mandatory  blanket  fitting  of 
vessels  yet  to  be  equipped  for  VHP  operation. 

Prom  a  practical  operating  viewpoint,  it 
is  likely  that  operators  having  equipment 
mandatorily  fitted  with  157.1  MHz.  but  whose 
need  for  Co.  st  Ouard  communication  Is  rare, 
would  forget  about  the  channel  when  such 
a  need  arises  and  conduct  the  cmnmunlcatlon 
on  another  channel. 

8.  In  their  opi>osing  comments,  HTbB 
states: 

The  reasons  Justlfidng  imlversal  installa¬ 
tion  of  156.8  and  156.3  MHz  do  not  apply  to 
157.1  MHz.  156.8  and  156.3  MHz  channels 
form  a  universally  Installed  ptdr  of  frequen¬ 
cies  allowing  calling  for  assistance  when  in 
distress,  calling  of  other  stations  routinely 
when  the  other  station’s  monitoring  of  other 
working  channels  is  unknown,  and  provide  a 
common  working  frequency  between  any  two 
VHP  FM  equipped  vessels  regardless  of  com¬ 
mercial /non-commercial  status. 

The  sole  utility  of  the  pr<^06ed  additional 
mandatory  channel,  157.1  MHr.,  u  for  work¬ 
ing  with  the  CoaEd  Ouard,  ot  monitoring 
Coast  Ouard  broadcasts  of  Infmmatlon  and 
requests  for  assistance.  HT&B  vessels  do  not 
have  the  occasion  to  talk  with  the  Coast 
Ouard  under  other  than  distress  or  safety 
conditions.  Addition  of  157.1  MHz  win  In 
most  instances  require  the  deletion  of  a  fre¬ 
quency,  which  Is  required  in  pursuit  of  over 
operatlona  SlmUar  to  most  smaller  commer¬ 
cial  vessels,  our  vessels  are  equipped  with 
sets  with  a  12  channel  capability.  Addition  of 
a  second  set  to  meet  '^Is  requirement  of 
routine  Informational  flow  with  the  Coast 
Ouard  Is  unwarranted  and  uneconomical. 
Change  to  an  additional  model  of  equipment 
would  be  uncompatible  with  our  remote  con¬ 
trol  systema  and  would  tnoreaae  mainte¬ 
nance  costs. 


9.  In  his  opposing  comments,  APOlcott, 
in  addlticHi  to  the  comment  summarized 
in  paragraph  4.  above,  states; 

It  seems  grossly  unfair  to  the  thousands 
of  boat  owners  who  have  been  required  by 
the  PCC  to  purchase  VHP/FM  radiotele¬ 
phones  to  make  this  change  now.  Not  one  of 
many  local  owners  I  have  personally  con¬ 
tacted  have  Channel  23  on  their  new  radios, 
but  most  of  them  have  Channel  12  and/cr  14. 
And.  In  many  cases,  they  don’t  have  room  for 
additional  crystals  in  their  sets. 

10.  In  their  supporting  comments, 
NCMRC  states  that  since  January,  1974, 
they  have  sidvocated  that  ship  VHP  sta¬ 
tions  be  fitted  for  operation  on  157.1 
MHz.  NCMRC  recommends  that  con¬ 
sideration  be  given  to  exempting  ship 
VHP  stations  from  the  mandatory  re¬ 
quirement  of  fitting  157.1  MHz  when  the 
vessel  Is  operated  solely  on  lakes  or  rivers 
not  having  regularly  manned  USCG 
facilities. 

11.  In  their  supporting  comments, 
USPS  states: 

It  Is  believed  that  the  desirability  of  hav¬ 
ing  a  separate  liaison  channel  for  use  by  civU 
vessels  In  communication  with  the  U.S.  Coast 
Ouard  already  has  been  established.  The  fre¬ 
quency  3670  kHz  has  been  available  to  civil 
vessels  In  the  United  States  for  this  pur¬ 
pose  for  some  time.  We  believe,  also,  that  the 
maximum  potential  for  the  use  of  this  chan¬ 
nel  was  never  achieved  because  many  ship 
stations  operating  In  the  2-4  MHz  Band 
failed  to  Install  the  channel  on  a  voluntary 
basis. 

The  Commission’s  reluctance  In  the  past  to 
make  Installation  of  frequencies  mandatary 
even  for  safety  purposes  Is  understood.  Un¬ 
less  Installation  of  the  VHP  frequency  chan¬ 
nel  167.1  MHz  Is  made  mandat^,  however, 
there  Is  reasonable  doubt  that  anything  ap¬ 
proaching  one  hundred  percent  Installation 
In  dvil  vessels  ever  will  be  achieved. 

Ws  view  the  Commission’s  proposal  to 
make  the  frequency  157.1  MHz  nuindatory 
for  safety  purposes  as  a  significant  change 
of  policy  long  overdue.  We  are  firmly  In  sup¬ 
port  of  the  view  here  indicated  by  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  proposal  that  where  a  requirement 
is  established  for  use  of  a  frequency  chan¬ 
nel  for  safety  purp  tes,  that  the  necessary 
provisions  should  I  made  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  to  satisfy  this  requirement.  We 
agree,  also,  that  the  authority  for  such  ac¬ 
tion  is  Included  in  the  provisions  of  the 
CommunlcatlonB  Act  of  1934,  as  amended. 
We  note,  also,  that  failure  of  the  Commls- 
Bion  to  act,  when  action  is  warranted  for 
safety  purposes,  may  In  some  Instances  lead 
to  further  prdiferation  of  Communications 
authority  as  was  experienced  recently  In 
the  "Vessel  Brldge-to-Bridge  Radiotelephone 
Act." 

The  comments  herein  are  directed  pri¬ 
marily  from  the  viewpoint  of  the  operator 
of  recreational  vessels.  Should  the  Commis¬ 
sion  determine  that  vessels  mandatorily 
radio  equipped  under  provisions  of  the  Safe^ 
of  Life  at  Sea  Convention  (London.  1960), 
or  ocMnmerclal  vessels  under  direct  control 
limited  coast  stations,  already  have  sufllclent 
communications  capability  to  meet  the  safety 
communications  requirements  which  the 
instanaUon  of  the  frequency  157.1  MHz  Is  In¬ 
tended  to  satisfy  the  Committee  woxild  for- 
see  no  difficulty  with  such  vessels  being  ec- 
empted  from  the  requirement.  As  fsr  as  the 
recreational  vessel  Is  ooneemed  we  agree 
with  the  Commission  that  a  requirement  for 
mandatory  provision  of  the  channel  is  Justi¬ 
fied  for  safety  piurposes  •  • 
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12.  While  in  their  comments  LCA  en¬ 
dorsed  the  mandatory  fitting  of  157.1 
MHz,  the  discussion  thereof  in  their 
ccunments  is  summarized  in  the  follow¬ 
ing  sentences.  That  discussion  was  di¬ 
rected  to  the  Great  Lakes  area  and,  for 
the  most  part,  to  the  siiccess  obtained 
In  that  area  with  removal  from  2182 
kHz  of  calls  to  the  USCO  by  providing 
an  alternative  frequency  for  communi¬ 
cation  with  the  USCG.  Based  on  that 
success,  which  is  of  a  genendly  parallel 
nature,  LCA  states  their  view  that  in 
its  Rule  Making  the  FCC  should  include 
provision  for  direct  contact  with  the 
USCG  on  157.1  MHz,  as  an  alternative  to 
establishment  of  contact  on  156.8  MHz. 
LCA  further  recmmnends  that  the  USCG 
be  encouraged  to  provide  for  such  direct 
contact  in  those  areas  where  this  would 
be  conducive  to  more  effective  use  of  156.8 
and  156.7  MHz  for  safety  piuiioses. 

13.  In  considering  the  merits  of  the 
comments  in  regard  to  the  mandatory 
fitting  of  157.1  MHz,  it  is  our  view:  That, 
on  the  basis  of  the  comments  of  AIMS 
and  HT&B,  Insufficient  basis  has  been 
presented  to  warrant  a  mandatory  re- 
qtiirement  that  commercial  vess^  be 
fitted  with  157.1  MHz. 

As  suggested  by  NCMRC,  that  vessels 
operating  on  rivers  or  lakes,  where  regu¬ 
larly  manned  USCG  facilities  are  not 
available,  should  not  be  required  to  fit 
with  157.1  MHz. 

That  while  we  are  sympathetic  to  the 
views  expressed  by  the  USPS,  there  are 
substantial  differences,  as  stated  by 
HT&B,  between  the  mandatory  require¬ 
ment  for  the  fitting  of  156.8  and  156.3 
MHz  and  a  mandatoiy  fitting  of  157.1 
MHz.  Further,  that  while  we  are  disposed 
to  concur  with  the  view  of  the  USPS 
that  a  mandatory  fitting  of  157.1  MHz  in 
new  equipments  installed  after  a  finite 
date  woiild  accelerate  the  availability 
and  use  of  157.1  MHz,  we  feel,  at  the 
same  time,  that  there  is  merit  to  the  view 
of  AIMS  that  those  vessels  fitted  with 
VHP  prior  to  that  finite  date,  which  in¬ 
cludes  all  vessels  currently  licensed,  may 
not  be  fitted  for  the  use  of  157.1  MHz  for 
many  years. 

That,  if  157.1  MHz  is  to  be  made  man¬ 
datory  aboard  recreational  vessels,  such 
requirement  must  apply  to  all  such  ves¬ 
sels  which  are  VHP  fitted.  It  is  apparent, 
however,  that  the  comments  received  and 
summarized  above  cannot  be  ccmstrued 
to  be  representative  of  the  views  of  the 
majority  of  the  operators  of  recreational 
vessels,  and  that  it  would  be  prematme 
to  impose  such  a  requirement  without 
making  another  attempt  to  obtain  com¬ 
ments  from  a  more  representative  cross- 
section  of  the  boating  public. 

On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Commission  finds  no  adequate  basis  to 
require  that  157.1  MHz  be  mandatorily 
fitted  aboard  non-Govemment  commer¬ 
cial  vessels,  and  is  releasing  a  Further 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  to  ob¬ 
tain  additional  views  before  reaching  a 
conclusion  that  the  frequency  157.1  MHz 
should  or  should  not  be  fitted  aboard 
all  VHP  equipped  non-Govemment  rec¬ 
reational  vessels. 


Ship  Station  Use  or  156.3  MHz  for  SAR 

14.  The  Commission  proposed  that  the 
frequency  156.3  MHz,  in  addition  to  its 
current  usage,  be  made  available  for  use 
by  ship  stations  for  search  and  rescue 
(SAR)  communications  at  the  scene  of  a 
SAR  incident.  This  proposal  was  sup¬ 
ported  by  HT&B,  NCadRC  and  USPS. 
NPBOA  and  APOlcott  did  not  comment 
in  regard  to  the  proposed  change  in 
usage  of  156.3  MHz. 

15.  LCA’s  concmrence  to  the  proposed 
change  in  status  of  156.3  MHz  was  con¬ 
ditional,  subject  to  further  amendment 
of  title  rules  to  require  the  mandatory 
fitting  of  the  frequency  156.4  MHz,  as 
back-up  for  156.3  MHz  during  those 
times  when  156.3  MHz  is  being  employed 
for  SAR  communications.  LCA  refers  to 
the  provisions  of  the  new  Great  Lakes 
Agreement,  which  enters  into  force  on 
May  6, 1975,  and  urges  that  coordination 
be  effected  with  Canada  to  assure  an 
orderly  and  uniform  application  of  rules 
relating  to  the  use  of  VHF  in  the  Great 
Lakes  area. 

16.  The  Commission  is  currently  en¬ 
gaged  in  drafting  rule  amendments  for 
implementation  of  the  new  Great  Lakes 
Agreement  and,  upon  release  of  the 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making  in  that 
proceeding,  welcome  comments  of 
LCA  in  regard  to  the  mandatory  fitting 
of  156.4  MHz.  As  concerns  the  additional 
usage  of  156.3  MHz  for  the  purpose  set 
forth  above,  the  Commission  feels  that 
required  coordination  with  Csmada  was 
effected  prior  to  and  in  preparation  for 
the  World  Maritime  AdmlnL^ative  Con¬ 
ference,  Geneva,  1974  (WMARC).  Fur¬ 
ther,  that  coordination  with  other  ad¬ 
ministrations  members  of  the  Intema- 
tional  Telecommunication  Union  (ITU) 
was  effected  at  the  WMARC,  and  that 
no  further  coordination  is  required.  Pro¬ 
vision  for  the  proposed  use  of  156.3  MHz 
has  been  included  in  the  footnote  e) ,  Ap¬ 
pendix  18,  to  the  ITU  Radio  Regulations, 
as  amended  at  the  WMARC.  The  Com¬ 
mission  is,  therefore,  adopting  the  pro¬ 
posal  that  the  frequency  156.3  MHz,  in 
addition  to  its  current  usage,  be  made 
available  for  use  by  ship  stations  for 
search  and  rescue  (SAR)  communica¬ 
tions  at  the  scene  of  a  SAR  incident,  as 
set  forth  in  the  attached  Appendix. 

Coast  Station  Use  of  156.3  MHz  for 
SAR 

17.  The  Commission,  at  the  request  of 
the  USCXl,  proposed  a  further  usage  of 
156.3  MHz,  that  is:  when  control  of  the 
scene  of  action  of  a  SAR  incident  is 
under  the  control  [effected  on  VHFl 
of  a  coast  station  of  the  USCG,  156.3 
MHz  may  be  employed  by  ship  stations 
to  communicate  with  that  control 
station.  An  inherent  part  of  the  proposal 
is  that  156.3  MHz  would  be  avaUable  for 
immediate  use  at  each  US(X1  coast 
station.  This  proposal  was  support^  by 
HT&B  and  NCMRC;  it  was  opposed  by 
USPS;  NPBOA  and  APOlcott  did  not 
comment  on  this  proposal;  LCA  com¬ 
ments  are  summarized  in  paragraph  15, 
above;  and  AIMS  comments  are  directed 


to  the  matt^  of  an  apparent  error  in 
the  numbering  of  Section  83.351(b)  (34) . 

18.  In  their  supporting  comments, 
HT&B  states  that  they  fully  support  the 
use  of  156.3  MHz  as  a  working  frequency 
for  the  USCG  in  communicating  with 
civilian  vessels  during  search  and  rescue 
operations  on  the  basis  that  it  will 
free  156.8  MHz  for  its  intended  purpose 
of  distress  and  calling.  HT&B  further 
ccnnments  that  since  156.3  MHz  is  des¬ 
ignated  as  a  safety  frequency,  the 
prcmosed  usage  is  logical  and  its  use  by 
USCG  will  reinforce  its  intended  pur¬ 
pose.  HT&B  also  states  that  the  use  of 
156.3  MHz  as  proposed  would  adequately 
serve  the  intended  purpose  of  safety 
commimications  without  the  installation 
of  a  third  frequency  (157.1  MHz). 

In  their  supportii^  comments,  NCMRC 
states  that  the  proposed  amendment  will 
reduce  congestion  on  156.8  MHz, 
especially  during  a  SAR  incident, 
and  will  facilitate  general  communica¬ 
tion  between  ship  stations  and  USCXl 
stations. 

19.  In  their  opposing  comments,  the 
USPS  states: 

The  frequency  channel  156.3  MHz  is  the 
primary  intership  safety  frequency,  so  des¬ 
ignated  by  the  Radio  Regulations  of  the 
International  Telecommunication  Union 
(ITU),  as  weU  as  in  the  Rules  of  the  Com- 
mlBsion.  The  Table  of  Transmitting 
Frequencies  for  the  Band  156-174  MRz  for 
Radiotelephony  in  the  International  Mari¬ 
time  Mobile  Service,  Appendix  18  to 
the  Radio  Regulations  does  not  provide  for 
use  of  this  channel  by  coast  stations  for  any 
purpose.  Since  the  United  States  is  a  party 
to  the  Treaty  which  incorporates  these 
Radio  Regulations  it  wovild  seem  lUogloal  for 
the  Federal  Communications  Commission  to 
adopt  a  rule  which  incorporates  vise  of  this 
channel  for  communications  with  coast 
stations  pending  possible  revision  of  the 
Radio  Regulations. 

While  it  is  recognized  that  the  United 
States,  a  sovereign  nation,'  can  and  must  on 
occasion  derogate  an  international  treaty 
provision  for  good  cause,  it  is  suggested  that 
sufficient  justification  for  derogation  in  .this 
instance  has  not  been  shown  and.  Indeed, 
may  not  have  been  developed.  The  position 
of  the  United  States  to  the  last  known  World 
Maritime  Administrative  Radio  Conference 
which  considered  proposals  for  amendment 
t  the  Band  156-174  MHz  (WMARC  1967)  did 
not  recognize  the  need  for  the  use  of  the  fre¬ 
quency  156.3  MHz  by  coast  stations. 

A  World  Maritime  Administrative  Radio 
Conference  of  the  ITU  vrtll  be  held  during 
1974.  A  delay  in  authorizing  the  use  of  the 
frequency  156.3  MHz  by  coast  stations  would, 
not  appear  to  be  unduly  delayed  if  action  on 
this  proposal  is  withheld  pending  interna¬ 
tional  consideration  of  possible  amendments 
to  Article  35,  and  Appendix  18  to  the  Radio 
Regulations. 

20.  As  stated  by  the  USPS,  the  World 
Maritime  Administrative  Radio  Confer¬ 
ence  (WMARC)  was  held  in  (jieneva  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  April  22-June  8, 1974,  and 
considered  the  proposals  of  104  coun¬ 
tries  represented  at  that  conference. 
None  of  the  proposals  submitted  to  that 
conference,  including  those  of  the  United 
States,  proposed  that  coast  stations  be 
permitted  to  employ  156.3  IklHz  for  any 
purpose,  including  that  of  search  and 
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rescue.  The  WMARC  did,  however,  con¬ 
sider  and  approve  the  additional  (ship 
station)  usage  which  we  have  discussed 
and  are  adopting  (see  paragraph  16, 
above) .  We  agree  with  the  statement  of 
the  USPS  in  regard  to  the  status  of  use 
of  the  frequency  156.3  MHz,  that  is:  156.3 
MHz  is  the  primary  intership  safety  fre¬ 
quency  in  the  United  States;  it  is  in¬ 
cluded  in  Appendix  18  to  the  ITU  Radio 
Regulations;  the  ITU  Radio  Regulations, 
(Geneva  1959,  as  amended  in  1967,  have 
been  ratified  by  the  United  Stat^  and 
is  a  treaty;  imder  that  treaty  coast  sta¬ 
tions  may  not  employ  156.3  MHz  for 
SAR  or  for  other  purposes;  and  that 
where  the  national  need  so  dictates,  the 
United  States  has  from  time  to  time 
derogated  provisions  of  the  ITU  Radio 
Regulations. 

21.  The  frequency  156.3  MHz  is  in  a 
band  designated  for  non-Oovemment 
use  in  the  U.S.  Government  stations  are 
authorized  use  of  certain  frequencies  in 
this  band  by  footnote  to  the  Table  of 
Frequency  Allocations.  On  the  basis  of 
the  material  considered  in  this  proceed¬ 
ing,  the  Conunission  is  not  persuaded 
that  the  frequency  156.3  MHz  should  be 
authorized  to  Government  coast  stations. 
We  are  not,  therefore,  recognizing  such 
use  in  our  rules. 

22.  The  Conunission  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  of  Part  2,  S  2.106,  to  add  under 
“U.S.  Footnotes”  a  new  “US”  footnote  to 

read:  “US _ The  frequency  157.1  MHz 

is  the  primary  frequency  for  liaison  com¬ 
munications  between  ship  stations  and 
stations  of  the  United  States  Coast 
Guard.”  The  persons  filing  comments  in 
this  proceeding  did  not  address  the  sub¬ 
ject  of  this  footnote  and  it  is,  therefore, 
adopted  without  change,  as  set  forth  in 
the  attached  Appendix. 

Miscellaneous  Recommendations 

23.  Two  of  the  commenators  recom¬ 
mended  that  the  availability  of  157.1 
MHz  be  extended  to  include  other  or  re¬ 
lated  activities.  In  that  regard,  AIMS 
recommended  that  the  frequency  157.1 
MHz  be  made  available:  to  moored  off¬ 


shore  platforms  to  communicate  with 
USCG  boats  and  helicopters;  to  limited 
coast  stations,  where  necessary  for  pol¬ 
lution  prevention,  spills  cleanup,  or  other 
activities;  but  that  a  mandatory  guard 
of  157.1  MHz  should  not  be  required  at 
such  stations. 

Further,  NPBOA  recommended  that 
157.1  MHz  be  made  avfdlable  to  limited 
coast  stations,  that  implementation  be 
on  a  voluntary  basis,  and  that  use  of  that 
frequency  be  confined  to  assisting  the- 
USCG  and  other  units  permitted  to  use 
157.1  MHz  in  time  of  emergency  and 
search  and  rescue. 

24.  In  regard  to  AIMS  and  NPBOA 
recommendations  that  157.1  MHz  be 
made  available  to  limited  coast  stations 
on  moored  offshore  platforms  for  com¬ 
munication  with  USCG  boats  and  heli¬ 
copters,  or  to  assist  the  USCG  in  time  of 
emergency  and  search  and  rescue,  such 
usage  is  believed  to  be  fully  acceptable. 
We  prefer,  however,  to  handle  applica¬ 
tions  for  such  usage  on  a  case-by-case 
basis,  since  it  is  expected  there  wiU  be  a 
wide  variation  in  circumstances  appli¬ 
cable  at  concerned  stations.  We  are  not, 
therefore.  Including  in  the  rules  provision 
for  the  routine  llcensing.of  157.1  MHz  at 
limited  coast  stations. 

25.  In  regard  to  AIMS  second  recom¬ 
mendation  that  157.1  MHz  be  made 
available  to  limited  coast  stations  for 
pollution  prevention,  spills  cleanup,  or 
other  activities,  we  believe  that  such  us¬ 
age  would  not  be  compatible  with  the  in¬ 
tended  use  of  157.1  MHz.  In  regard  to  the 
use  of  157.1  MHz  for  pollution  prevention 
and/or  cleanup  activities,  other  frequen¬ 
cies  are  being  provided  for  this  purpose. 
We  are  not  sure  what  AIMS  has  in  mind 
in  recommending  that  157.1  MHz  be  used 
for  “other  activities”  and  cannot,  there¬ 
fore,  respond  as  to  whether  such  usage 
would  or  would  not  be  acceptable.  In  view 
thereof,  we  are  not  adopting  AIMS  sec¬ 
ond  recommendation  in  regard  to  the  ad¬ 
ditional  usage  of  157.1  MHz.  We  add, 
however,  that  where  an  applicant  is  of 
the  opinion  that  tl^re  Is  a  sound  basis  for 


the  use  of  157.1  MHz,  which  usage  is 
compatible  with  the  intenc'.ed  purpose  of 
liaison  communications  with  the  USCG 
as  set  forth  herein,  an  application  there¬ 
for  may  be  filed  with  the  Commission. 
The  Commission  will  then  effect  required 
coordination  with  the  USCG  on  the  basis 
of  the  infon~'ition  contained  in  such  ap¬ 
plication  and  where  approved  will  grants 
the  requested  station  authorization. 

26.  AIMS  points  out  that  the  manda¬ 
tory  fitting  of  157.1  MHz  should  not  be 
applied  to  marine  utility  ship  stations. 
Since  we  are  not  requiring  the  mandatory 
fitting  of  157.1  MHz,  this  specific  matter 
is  moot.  In  addition,  AIMS  points  to  er¬ 
rors  in  the  numbering  of  Section  83.351 
and  suggests  that  they  be  corrected.  We 
have  corrected  these  errors,  as  set  forth 
in  the  attached  Appendix,  retaining  the 
numbering  of  this  subdivision  as  pro¬ 
posed. 

27.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  That 
pursuant  to  the  authority  contained  in 
section  4(i)  and  303(c) ,  (e) ,  (g) ,  and  (r) 
of  the  Conmumications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended.  Parts  2  and  83  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  are  amended  effective  Jan¬ 
uary  3, 1975,  as  set  forth  below. 

Adopted:  November  19, 1974. 

Released:  November  29, 1974. 

(Secs.  4,  303,  48  Stat.,  as  amended,  1066, 1082; 
47U.S.C.  164,  303) 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

Parts  2  and  83  of  Chapter  1  of  Title  47 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  as  follows: 

PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS  AND 

RADIO  TREATY  MATTERS;  GENERAL 

RULES  AND  REGULATIONS. 

1.  In  S  2.106,  the  Table  of  Frequency 
Allocations  is  amended  to  add  Footnote 
“(US  214)  ”  to  the  band  157.0375-157.1875 
MHz  to  read  as  follows: 

§  2.106  Table  of  Frequency  Allocations. 


Worldwide  Region  2  United  States  Federal  Communications  Commission 


Band 

(MHe) 

Service 

Band 

(MHc) 

Service 

Band 

(MHc) 

Band 

Allocation  (MHs) 

Service 

Class  of 
station 

Frequency 

(MHi) 

(OF 

Nature{SERVICE8 
lof  stations 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

•  • 

167.0W5- 
157.1875 
US  214 

Q. 

167.100 

U.8.  Coast  Guard  liaison  tre> 
quency. 

• 

• 

0 

• 

• 

•  • 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

•  • 

US  2U  The  frequency  157.1  MHe  is  the  primaij  frmnency  for  Ualson  communt* 
cations  between  ship  stations  and  stations  of  the  U.S.  Coast  Guard. 

•  •  •  •  s 
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PART  83 — STATIONS  ON  SHIPBOARD  stations,  all  of  which  are  operated  by  the 
IN  THE  MARITIME  SERVICES  United  States  Coast  Guard. 

1.  In  S83.361(a>.  condition  of  use  34 
is  added  to  156.3  MHz;  the  frequency 
157.1  MHz.  and  paragraph  (b)  (6)  k  (34) 
are  added  to  read  as  follows: 

§  83351  Frequencies  availaUe. 

(a)  •  •  • 


The  notice  proposed  that  the  new  sys¬ 
tem  be  optional  until  February  25,  1975, 
so  that  a  manufacturer  could  effectuate 
the  transition  on  an  orderly  baala. 

The  comments  received  varied  greatly 
in  their  recommendations  on  the  prin¬ 
cipal  proposal,  the  visuai-on^  alterna¬ 
tive.  and  the  possibility  of  no  warning 
system  requirements  at  all.  Ford  believed 
that  the  limited  duration  of  the  warning 
would  make  it  relatively  ineffective,  and 
that  deleting  the  belt  warning  require¬ 
ments  would  have  the  best  overall  effect 
on  public  acceptance  of  seat  belts.  Gen¬ 
eral  Motors  supported  a  visual-only  re¬ 
minder,  and  proposed  an  optional  means 
of  providing  that  visual  reminder.  Chrys¬ 
ler  Corporation  argued  for  a  more  com¬ 
plex  warning  system  that  would  sense 
belt  use  at  the  right  front  passenger  posi¬ 
tion  as  well  as  the  driver’s  position,  and 
would  include  a  continuous  warning  light 
in  place  of  the  4-  to  8-second  visual  re¬ 
minder.  Volkswagen  supported  the  audi¬ 
ble-visual  combination  but  recommended 
that  both  signals  act  as  a  reminder  and 
function  independently  of  belt  iise. 

Smiths  Industries  Limited,  a  manu¬ 
facturer  of  interlock  units.  Economics 
and  Science  Planning,  and  Switches, 
Inc.,  recommended  that  the  sequential 
warning  feature  remain  as  an  added 
incentive  to  operate  the  belt  system. 
Other  comments  completely  supported 
or  opposed  the  proposal  and  in  some 
cases  offered  totally  new  sxiggestions. 

The  NHTSA  has  carefully  weighed  the 
comments  submitted  in  order  to  specify 
the  most  reasonable  belt  warning  system 
requirements  available.  NHTSA  studies 
show  that  belt,  usage  by  front  seat  oc¬ 
cupants  of  interlock -equipped  cars  cur¬ 
rently  is  about  38  percent.  If  from  this 
percentage  is  subtracted  the  percentage 
of  persons  who  would  fasten  their  seat 
belts  regardless  of  forcing  systems,  it 
can  be  seen  that  the  fraction  of  the 
population  whose  behavior  will  be  af¬ 
fected  by  any  warning  system  is  quite 
^  small.  Because  of  the  limited  benefit,  the 
,  reminder  should  be  provided  at  as  low  a 
‘  cost  as  feasible. 

^  Because  an  irritating  light  can  be 
easily  ignored  or  disabled,  a  visual  signal 
can  effectively  serve  only  a  reminder 
I  function,  and  as  such,  it  should  be  as 
simple  as  possible.  The  NHTSA  concludes 
‘  that  a  4-  to  8-second  reminder  is  best 
^  calculated  to  accomplish  the  advisory 
function. 

^  CJhrysler  reconunended  that  the  wam- 
^  Ing  and  reminder  system  be  installed  at 
the  right  front  passenger  position,  which 
would  add  significant  retractor  or  buckle 
^  switch,  wiring,  and  seat  sensor  costs.  The 
^  NHTSA  calculates  that  the  driver’s 
warning  system  (or  belt  use)  will  offer 
.  substantially,  the  same  reminder  to  a 
^  front  seat  passenger  as  a  llmited- 
diuration  signal  at  the  passenger 
position. 

J  ’The  Administration  has  determined 
^  that  sui  audible-visual  combination  will 
^  provide  the  best  reminder  at  a  cost  com- 
^  mensurate  with  the  benefits  achievable 
'continuous  would  eliminate  entirely  requirements  a  limited-duration  signal.  Comments 
es  that  im  for  belt-use  warning  or  reminder  on  the  alternative  proposals  smd  on 
>erate  only  systems.  manufacturer-suggested  options  did  not 


(34)  The  frequency  156.3  MHz  is  also 
available  for  use  by  ship  stations  for 
search  and  rescue  (SAR)  conununica- 
tions  with  ships  and  aircraft  of  the 
United  States  (3oast  Guard  at  the  scene 
of  a  SAR  incident. 


oamer^ency  «*sec.-  o,  n*  ,  33  359  ^  amended  to  read 

_  as  follows: 

^  (MHz)  ^  ^  ^  ,  §  83.359  Frequencies  in  the  band  156— 

162  MHz  available  for  assignment. 

^  ^  ,  The  frequencies  Usted  in  the  following 

*  1&7. 100  aa  Kw,  83. 360  0, 10. 33, 40, 41  table  are  available  for  assignment  to  sta- 

,  ’  ,  •  tions  as  indicated.  Except  as  provided  in 

{83.351  (b)(34)  and  (b)(55).  these  fre¬ 
quencies  are  not  authorized  for  com- 
(b)  •  •  •  munication  with  stations  on  board  alr- 

•  *  •  •  *  craft.  ’The  limitations  applicable  to  the 

(6)  Limited  to  communication  with  respective  frequencies  are  set  forth  in 
ship  stations,  aircraft  stations,  or  coast  {  83351  (a)  and  (b) . 


Preqneney  (14Ht) 


PoiitU  of  oommonication 


Channol  designator 


160.300  a.  Intet^j 
b.  ForSAl 


Ships  and  alrcraltof  the  V.S.  Coast  Qnard. 


iJUuaoN,  U.8.  Coast  Ovabd 


167. 100  Ship,  atroraft  and  coast  stations  of  the  UJ3.  Coast  Guard. 
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Carrier  frequency 
(hHa) 

See  sec.— 

Condltioin  of  use 

(MHz) 

m  • 

• 

• 

9 

160.300 

83.100,83.360 

10,83,34,40,44 

•  • 

• 

9 

9 

167.100 

88100,83.360 

0, 10, 33, 40, 41 
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establish  that  variations  on  the  principal 
proposal  offered  significantly  greater 
safety  benefit  in  the  short  or  long  term. 
Accordingly,  Standard  No.  208  is 
amendecf  as  proposed  to  adopt  a  new 
belt  warning  system,  as  an  alternative 
to  the  present  system  until  February  24, 
1975,  and  as  the  only  permissible  belt 
warning  system  thereafter. 

With  regard  to  the  warning’s  duration. 
Ford  suggested  that  the  range  of  signal 
dmafion  be  expanded  to  a  longer  2-  to 
8-second  diuration  to  permit  use  of  a 
more  economical  timer.  This  request  is 
denied.  The  4-second  minimum  dura¬ 
tion  was  selected  as  the  best  compromise 
between  the  necessary  manufacturer’s 
tolerance  and  the  duration  necessary  to 
alert  the  occupants  fully. 

Some  manufactmers,  such  as  Ameri¬ 
can  Motors  Corporation,  have  considered 
the  use  of  thermal  timer  mechanisms, 
which  can  be  affected  by  extremes  of 
ambient  temperature  and  battery  volt¬ 
age,  and  by  repeated  cycling.  Standard 
No.  208  does  not  presently  specify  an 
ambient  temperature  for  testing.  Be¬ 
cause  no  temperature  was  proposed,  and 
In  view  of  the  necessity  of  specifying 
a  warning  system  to  comply  with  the 
legislation  by  December  26,  1974,  the 
NHTSA  will  issue  the  present  amend¬ 
ment  without  an  ambient  temperature 
test  condition.  Until  the  question  of  the 
need  for  a  temperature  specification  is 
resolved,  this  agency  will  consider  that 
compliance  with  the  requirements  is  re¬ 
quired  at  moderate  ambient  tempera¬ 
tures.  Performance  of  these  systems  will 
be  observed  with  a  view  to  further  rule- 
making  on  temperature,  cylcling,  and 
other  criteria. 

It  should  be  noted  that  the  February 
25,  1975,  date  proposed  for  mandatory 
use  of  the  new  system  was  calculated 
on  an  October  28, 1974,  enactment  of  the 
“Motor  Vehicle  and  Schoolbus  Safety 
Amendments  of  1974’’.  In  fact  these 
amendments  were  enacted  on  October  27, 
1974,  and  accordingly  the  “continuous 
buzzer’’  systems  must  be  deleted  by  Feb¬ 
ruary  24,  1975,  as  is  now  reflected  in  the 
wording  of  this  amendment. 

In  another  area.  White  Motor  Com¬ 
pany  has  pointed  out  that  the  amenda¬ 
tory  language  in  both  notices  of  Docket 
No.  74-39  inadvertently  included  motor 
vehicles  other  than  passenger  cars  in  the 
belt  warning  requirement.  ’Ihe  wording 
of  this  amendment  corrects  this  error  as 
to  vehicles  manufactiued  in  the  future. 
’The  requirements  of  S7.3  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  October  31, 
1974  (39  FR  38380)  were  intended  to 
apply,  and  will  be  treated  by  this  agency 
as  applying,  only  to  motor  vehicles 
manufactured  in  accordance  with  S4.1.2 
and  S4.1.3. 

In  a  matter  related  to  seat  belt  modi- 
flcations,  the  NHTSA  hereby  terminates 
rulemaking  on  a  proposal  to  amend 
Standard  No.  208  that  would  have  per¬ 
mitted  use  of  a  drive  train  Interlock 
mode  in  place  of  the  ignition  interlock 
mode  to  meet  the  “third  option’’  belt 
Interlock  requirements  of  S4.1.2.3.  A  pro¬ 
posal  on  this  alternative  interlock  was 


published  January  23, 1974  (39  FR  2610) . 

As  noted  earlier,  the  NHTSA  has  al¬ 
ready  modified  1^.1. 2.3  of  the  standard 
to  specify  seat  belt  assemblies  without 
an  interlock  that  inhibits  operation  of 
the  vehicle  engine.  For  this  reason,  it  is 
appropriate  to  terminate  further  rule- 
making  on  the  alternative  interlock 
mode.  No  further  action  in  this  area  will 
be  taken  without  further  notice  and  op- 
portimity  for  comment. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Standard  No.  208  (49  CFR  571.208)  is 
amended  as  follows: 

§  571.208  Standard  No.  208,  occupant 

crash  protection. 

1.  S4.5.3.3  is  amended  to  read: 

*  *  •  •  • 

S4.5.3.3  A  passive  belt  furnished  pur¬ 
suant  to  S4.5.3  shall: 

(a)  Conform  to  S7.1  and  S7.2  of  this 
standard;  and 

(b)  In  place  of  a  warning  system  that 
conforms  to  S7.3  or  S7.3a  of  this  stand¬ 
ard,  be  equipped  with  a  warning  system 
as  specified  in  subparagraph  (1),  except 
that  a  seat  belt  assembly  provided  in  a 
vehicle  that  is  manufactured  prior  to 
February  24, 1975,  may,  at  the  option  of 
the  manufacturer,  be  equipped  with  a 
warning  system  as  specified  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  or  as  specified  in  subpara¬ 
graph  (2) : 

( 1 )  At  the  left  front  designated  seating 
position  (driver’s  position),  be  equipped 
with  a  warning  system  that  activates,  for 
a  period  of  not  less  than  4  seconds  and 
not  more  than  8  seconds  (beginning  when 
the  vehicle  ignition  switch  is  moved  to 
the  “on’’  or  the  “start”  position) ,  a  con¬ 
tinuous  or  flashing  warning  light,  visible 
to  the  driver,  displaying  the  words 
“Fasten  Seat  Belts”  or  “Fasten  Belts” 
when  condition  (A)  exists,  and  a  con¬ 
tinuous  or  intermittent  audible  signal 
when  condition  (A)  exists  simultaneously 
with  condition  (B). 

(A)  ’The  vehicle’s  ignition  switch  is 
moved  to  the  “on”  position  or  to  the 
“start”  position. 

(B)  The  driver’s  lap  belt  is  not  in  use, 
as  determined  by  the  belt  latch  mecha¬ 
nism  not  being  fastened. 

(2)  Be  equipped  with  a  warning  sys¬ 
tem  that  activates,  for  at  least  one  min¬ 
ute,  a  continuous  or  intermittent  audible 
signal  and  a  continuous  or  flashing  warn¬ 
ing  light,  visible  to  the  driver,  displaying 
the  words  “Fasten  Seat  Belts”  or  “Fasten 
Belts”,  whenever  the  ignition  switch  is  in 
the  “start”  position  and  the  latch  mech¬ 
anism  is  not  fastened,  and  whenever  the 
vehicle  engine  is  run^ng,  the  transmis¬ 
sion  gear  selector  is  placed  in  any  for¬ 
ward  position,  and  the  latch  mechanLmi 
is  not  fastened. 

•  «  *  •  • 

2.  The  fiirst  paragraph  of  S7.3  would  be 
amended  to  read : 

S7.3  A  seat  belt  assembly  provided  in 
accordance  with  S4.1  shall  be  equipped 
with  a  seat  belt  warning  as  specified  in 
S7.3a,  except  that  a  seat  belt  assembly 
provided  in  accordance  with  84. 1  in  a 
vehicle  manufactured  prior  to  Febru¬ 


ary  24,  1975,  may,  at  the  option  of  the 
manufacturer,  be  equipped  with  either  a 
seat  belt  warning  as  specified  In  87.3.1 
through  87.3.5  or  a  seat  belt  warning  as 
specified  in  87.3a. 

•  •  «  •  * 

3.  A  new  87.3a  would  be  added  to  87.3 
(following  87.3.5.4)  to  read: 

*  •  •  *  • 

87.3a  A  seat  belt  assembly  provided 
at  the  driver’s  seating  position  shall  be 
equipped  with  a  warning  system  that 
activates,  for  a  period  of  not  less  than 
4  seconds  and  not  more  than  8  seconds 
(beginning  when  the  vehicle  ignition 
switch  is  moved  to  the  “on”  or  the 
“start”  position),  a  continuous  or  flash¬ 
ing  warning  light,  visible  to  the  driver, 
displasrlng  the  words  “Fasten  8eat  Beits” 
or  “Fasten  Belts”  when  condition  (a) 
exists,  and  a  continuous  or  intermittent 
audible  signal  when  condition  (a)  exists 
simultaneously  with  condition  (b) . 

(a)  The  vehicle’s  ignition  switch  Is 
moved  to  the  “on”  position  or  to  the 
“start”  position. 

(b)  The  driver’s  lap  belt  is  not  in  use, 
as  determined,  at  the  option  of  the 
manufacturers,  either  by  the  belt  latch 
mechanism  not  being  fastened,  or  by 
belt  not  being  extended  at  least  4  inches 
from  its  stowed  position. 

•  *  *  •  • 

(Sec.  103,  lie.  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stst.  718 
(15  n.S.C.  1393,  1407);  Sec.  109,  Pub.  L.  93- 
492,  88  Stat.  1470  (IS  U.S.C.  1410(b));  dele¬ 
gation  of  authority  at  49  CFR  1.51) 

Issued  on  Dec^ber  2, 1974. 

Effective  date:  December  3, 1974. 

James  B.  Gregory, 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.74-28486  FUed  12-8-74:11:00  am] 

Title  12 — Banks  and  Banking 

CHAPTER  V— FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN 
BANK  BOARD 

[No.  74-1228] 

PUBLIC  UNIT  ACCOUNTS 
Maximum  Rates  of  Return 

November  26, 1974. 

The  following  summary  of  the  amend¬ 
ments  adopted  by  this  resolution  is  pro¬ 
vided  for  the  reader’s  convenience  and 
is  subject  to  the  full  explanation  in  the 
following  preamble  and  to  specific  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  regulations. 

A.  Existing  regulations.  Public  unit 
accounts  were  treated  like  other  insured 
accounts;  the  maximum  rate  of  return 
that  member  institutions  could  pay  on 
public  unit  accounts  of  less  than  $100,000 
was  7.5  percent  for  a  4-year  certificate 
of  $1,000  or  more. 

B.  Amended  regulations.  1.  Effective 
November  27,  1974,  member  Institutions 
are  permitted  to  pay  a  rate  of  return 
on  $ 1,000-minimum  public-unit-account 
certificates  of  at  least  30  days  equal  to 
the  highest  rate  of  return  allowable  on 
any  certificate  account,  currently  7.5 
percent. 
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2.  Member  tostitutions  are  also  per>  ‘*puldic  unit  account”  added  to  S  526.1  at  (m)  Public  imtt  account.  The  term 
mltted  to  pay  the  hig^iest  allowable  cer>  new  paragraph  (m)  for  the  purpose  set  "public  luait  account”  mAain  any  form  of 

tificate  rate  m  publie-unit-account  forth  above,  follows  the  description  set  Mvinga  account  where  the  holder  is _ 

notice  accounts.  forth  in  new  section  405(d)  of  the  Ack  (ii|  an  officer  emnitrorr  n.. 

3.  The  definition  of  -Jpublic  i^t  a^  It  is  noted  t^  jaunts  held  by  public  the  United  States  ^isto^ 

counts”  for  purposes  of  this  special  rate  units,  as  defined  in  secticm  401(b)  of  mdilic  fund*  and 

of  return  is  narrower  than  the  definition  the  Act,  which  do  notmeet  the  new  “pub-  om  mamm  in  an 

In  ttie  Insurance  regulations  which  de-  He  unit  account”  definition  under  S  526.1  counts  are  insured  hw 

fines  public  unit  accounts  as  a  type  of  (m)  continue  to  be  eligible  for  the  same  jngs  and  Loan  Innimu>e 

Insurable  account.  treatment  accorded  non-puhlic-unit  ac-  Insura^  Ccarporation; 

4.  There  is  no  change  in  ttie  maximum  counts  with  regard  to  deposit  insuraxice  agent  of 

rate  of  return  payable  on  public  unit  and  rate-of -return  limitations.  stale  of  the  Unfied  States,  or  ^f  any 

accounts  which  are  held  in  passbook  The  term  “political  siU>division”  as  roihncipality ot  political  sub¬ 

savings  accounts,  currently  5.5  percent,  used  in  new  §  526.1  (m)  incorporates  by  *"^9®  mereof,  m  defined  in  i  561.5a 

The  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Board  reference  the  definition  of  this  term  “  ^  official  ctistody 

considers  it  desirable  to  amend  9S  526.1,  found  in  r561.5a  of  the  niles  and  regu-  ^  public  fxmds  and  lawfully  investing 
526.4,  and  526.5  of  the  rules  and  regula-  lations  of  the  Federal  Savings  and  Loan  ,  Insured  institution- 

tions  for  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank  Insurance  Corporation  (12  CFR  561.5a).  lu  such  State; 

System  (12  C:!FR  526.1,  526.4,  and  526.5)  Section  526.4,  providing  for  a  maxi-  an  officer,  employee,  or  agent  of 

for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the  rate  of  mum  rate  of  return  payable  on  90-day  the  District  of  Columbia  having  official 
return  which  may  be  paid  by  member  notice  accounts,  is  amended  to  provide  custody  of  public  funds  and  lawfully  in¬ 
institutions  on  public  unit  accoimts  that  a  member  institution  may  pay  a  vesting  the  same  in  such  an  insxured  In- 

which  are  held  in  certificate  accounts  or  rate  of  return,  not  in  excess  of  the  high-  stltutlon  in  the  District  of  Columbia;  or 

notice  accounts,  and  for  the  further  pur-  est  allowable  certificate  rate  provided  for  (4)  an  officer,  employee,  or  agent  of 
pose  of  authorising  member  Institutions  in  S  526.5(a),  on  a  notice  account  Issued  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Virgin  Vi^landB,  or  of 
to  offer  30-day  certificate  accounts  to  to  a  public  imlt;  it  is  noted  that,  as  is  the  any  county,  municipality,  or  political 
public  unit  accountholders,  with  con-  case  with  other  notice  accounts,  no  mini-  subdivision  thereof,  as  defied  in  9  561  - 
forming  amendments  to  99  545.1-4  and  mum  deposit  is  required  for  such  a  public  5a  of  this  chapter,  having  official  cub- 
545.3-1  of  the  rules  and  regulations  for  unit  account.  tody  of  public  funds  and  lawfully  in- 

the  Federal  Savit^  and  Loan  System  Section  526.5,  providing  for  maximum  vesting  the  same  in  such  an  insured 

(12  CFR  545.1-4  and  545.3-1)  and  to  rates  of  return  pa3rable  on  certificate  ac-  Institution  in  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Virgin 

99  563 J-1  and  563.3-2  of  the  rules  and  counts  of  less  than  $100,000,  is  amended  Islands,  respectively, 

regulations  of  the  Federal  Savings  and  by  adding  a  new  paragraph  (c)  thereto  o  opotinn  k'jha  u  c 

Loan  insurance  Corporation  (12  CFR  creating  a  new  30-day  certificate  account  ta  bv 

56.3  2-1  and  563A-2)  reflectlne  the  new  for  “  amended  by  adding  paragraph  (c) 
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4.  Section  545.3-10))  (3)  (1)  Is  revised 
as  follows: 

§  545.3—1  Distribntion  of  earninga  at 
variable  rates. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(3)  Accounts  evidenced  by  cerUflcates. 
(1)  A  savings  account  of  less  than  $100,- 
000  ($50,000,  If  the  association’s  home 
office  Is  located  In  Puerto  Rico)  which 
is  evidenced  by  a  certificate  meeting  the 
requirements  of  paragraph  (c)  of  this 
section  may  receive  earnings  at  a  rate 
higher  than  the  regular  rate,  but  not  in 
excess  of  the  applicable  maximum  rate 
of  return  prescribed  for  certificate  ac- 
‘counts  in  Part  526  of  this  chapter,  if 
such  account  is  maintained  at  not  less 
than  the  minimum  amount  required  by 
such  Part  for  such  rate  of  return,  and 
t<x  such  continuous  period  of  not  less 
than  90  days  (30  days  for  a  public  unit 
account  as  defined  in  9  526.1  (m)  of  this 
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chapter) ,  nor  more  than  10  years,  com- 
■*«Miing  <m  the  date  af  such  certiflcate. 
as  the  association  may  detenulne. 

•  •  •  *  * 


PART  563— OPERATIONS 

5.  Section  563.3-l(b)  (4)  (i)  is  revised 
as  follows: 

§  563.3—1  Fixed-rate,  fixed-term  ac- 
coanta. 

•  •  •  •  ,  • 

(b)  •  •  ♦ 

(4)(i)  Accept  any  fixed-rate,  fixed- 
term  account  of  less  than  $100,000  for 
a  term  of  less  than  90  days  (30  days  for 
a  public  unit  account  as  defined  in 
9  526.1  (m)  of  this  chapter),  or  more 
than  10  years; 

*  •  •  •  * 

6.  Section  563 .3-2  (b)  (4)  (1)  is  revised 
as  follows: 


0695 

g  563.3—2  Certificates  evidencing  other 
accounts. 

*  •  *  •  • 

(b)  •  •  • 

(4)  (i)  Issue  any  certificate  account  of 
less  than  $100,000  with  a  time  eligibility 
period  of  less  than  90  days  (30  days  for 
a  public  unit  accoimt  as  defined  in 
§  526.1  (m)  of  this  chapter)  or  more  than 
10  years; 

•  •  *  •  • 

(Sec.  SB.  47  Stat.  727.  as  added  by  sec.  4.  80 
Stat.  824,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  91-151,  sec. 
2(b),  88  Stat.  371,  sec.  17,  47  Stat.  736,  as 
amended:  (12  UB.C.  1425b,  1437);  sec.  6, 
48  Stat.  132,  as  amended;  (12  UB.C.  1464); 
secs.  402, 403, 48  Stat.  1256, 1257,  as  amended; 
(12  UB.C.  1725,  1726);  Reorg.  Plan  No.  3  of 
1047,  12  FR  4081.  3  CFR,  1042-48  CJmnp.,  p. 
1071) 

By  the  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 
Board. 

[SEAL]  ORXNvn.LX  L.  Jdnjjuu),  Jr., 

AssistcaU  Secretary. 
[PR  Doc.74-28640  FUed  12-6-74:8:46  am] 
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proposed  rules 

This  ssction  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  notices  to  the  public  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  rules  and  regulations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

[  7  CFR  Part  1231  ] 

[Docket  No.  A<>-378] 

HANDLING  OF  BENTGRASS  SEED  PRO¬ 
DUCED  IN  THE  STATE  OF  OREGON 

Referendum  Findings;  Termination  Pro¬ 
ceedings  on  Proposed  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  and  Order 

Pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agrreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601  et.  seq.) ,  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  (7 
CFR  Part  900) ,  a  public  hearing  was  held 
at  Salem,  Oregon,  on  Jtme  12, 13,  and  14, 
1973,  pursuant  to  a  notice  thereof  which 
was  published  in  the  May  8,  1973,  issue 
of  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR  11465) 
upon  a  proposed  marketing  agreement 
and  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
bentgrass  seed  produced  in  the  desig¬ 
nated  production  area.  The  recom¬ 
mended  decision  (39  FR  18100)  and  the 
decision  (39  FR  35373  sind  39  FR  35801) 
setting  forth  the  proposed  marketing 
agreement  and  order  were  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  May  23,  1974, 
October  1,  1974,  and  October  4,  1974, 
respectively.  The  decision  also  contained 
a  referendum  order  directing  that  a  ref¬ 
erendum  be  conducted  among  the  pro¬ 
ducers  of  bentgrass  seed  produced  in  the 
designated  production  area  to  determine 
whether  the  requisite  majority  of  such 
producers  favor  issuance  of  the  proposed 
marketing  order. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined 
on  the  basis  of  the  results  of  such  refer¬ 
endum  conducted  October  15-November 
15,  1974,  pursuant  to  the  aforesaid  ref¬ 
erendum  order,  that  the  issuance  of  the 
proposed  Marketing  Order  No.  1231,  reg¬ 
ulating  the  handling  of  bentgrass  seed 
produced  in  the  State  of  Oregon  is  not 
favored  (1)  by  at  least  two-thirds  of 
the  producers  who  participated  in  such 
referendum  and  who,  during  the  deter¬ 
mined  representative  period  (July  1, 
1973,  through  June  30,  1974),  were  en¬ 
gaged  within  the  designated  production 
area  in  the  production  for  market  of 
bentgrass  seed,  or  (2)  by  producers  who, 
during  such  representative  period,  pro¬ 
duced  for  market  at  least  two-thirds  of 
the  volume  of  such  bentgrass  seed  pro¬ 
duced  for  market  within  the  production 
area. 

It  is  hereby  found  and  determined 
that  the  proposed  order  set  forth  in  the 
decision  of  October  1,  1974  (39  FR 
35373) ,  as  corrected  October  4,  1974  (39 
FR  35801),  shall  not  be  made  effective 


because  the  required  percentage  of  pro¬ 
ducers  voting  in  the  referendum  failed 
to  approve  or  favor  its  issuance.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  proceedings  with  respect 
thereto  are  hereby  terminated. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  De¬ 
cember  3, 1974. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28516  FUed  12-6-74;8:46  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

National  Oceanic  and  Atmospheric 
Administration 

[15  CFR  Part  923] 

COASTAL  ZONE  MANAGEMENT  PROGRAM 
APPROVAL  REGULATIONS 

Environmental  Impact  Statements 
Negative  Declaration 

On  August  21,  1974,  the  Office  of 
Coastal  Zone  Management,  National 
Oceanic  and  Atmospheric  Administra¬ 
tion,  published  proposed  Coastal  Zone 
Management  Program  Approval  Regu¬ 
lations  (Section  306  of  the  Coastal  Zone 
Management  Act;  15  CFR  Part  923,  39 
FR  30153-30164).  Notification  was  made 
in  the  prologue  to  these  regulations,  as 
well  as  by  a  separately  published  notice 
(39  FR  30370),  that  NOAA  intended  to 
prepare  and  issue  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  addressing  the  proposed 
approval  regulations.  It  was  proposed 
that  tills  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  would  present  for  review  the  major 
options,  alternatives,  and  policy  Issues 
considered  by  this  Office  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  the  proposed  approval  criteria 
as  well  as  related  pro'^ram  components 
and  the  overall  progrr^m  itself.  ITie  pro¬ 
posed  environmental  impact  statement 
was  intended  to  serve  as  a  programmatic 
assessment  and  oVervlew  for  the  coastal 
zone  management  program.  One  major 
item  to  be  addressed  was  options  avail¬ 
able  to  this  Office  for  future  impact 
statements,  specifically  whether  a  pro¬ 
grammatic  impact  statement  at  this 
time  would  suiH>lant  the  need  for  addi¬ 
tional  impact  statements  pursuant  to 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
(NEPA)  (42  U.8.C.  4321)  at  the  time  of 
Federal  review  and  approval  of  individ¬ 
ual  state  coastal  zone  management  pro¬ 
grams. 

The  initial  decision  to  prepare  a  pro¬ 
grammatic  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  was  reached  after  due  considera¬ 
tion.  However,  upon  still  further  review, 
and  after  additional  discussion  with 
other  interested  Federal,  State,  and  pri¬ 
vate  parties,  NOAA  has  now  determined 


that  substantive  information  upon  which 
such  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  would  be  based  will  not  be  avail¬ 
able  until  States  have  submitted  their 
proposed  management  programs  for  Fed¬ 
eral  review  and,  therefore,  that  the 
preparation  of  such  a  statement  at  this 
time  would  be  premature  and  would 
serve  no  useful  purpose. 

Separate  and  individual  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statements  will  be  pre¬ 
pared  for  each  state  by  the  OCZM  after 
it  submits  its  coastal  zone  management 
program  for  Secretarial  approval.  TTiis 
will  provide  the  maximum  opportunity 
for  timely  public  review  of  these 
programs. 

NOAA  has  determined  that  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Quality  of  Life  Review  and  the  60- 
day  period  for  public  comment  provide 
an  adequate  opportunity  for  review  and 
comment  of  the  propo;^  guidelines  by 
all  interested  parties. 

In  conclusion,  therefore,  the  existing 
published  notices  are  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows; 

1.  Preamble  (p.  30153) :  Delete  sen¬ 
tence  one,  paragraph  three,  and  insert 
the  following  sentence:  “An  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  will  not  be 
prepared  and  issued  for  these  rela¬ 
tions”. 

2.  In  §  923.5  delete  the  “Comment” 
section  and  amend  to  read  as  follows: 

§  923.5  Environmental  impart  assess¬ 
ment. 

*  *  •  *  • 

A  generic  environmental  impact  statement 
will  not  be  prepared  and  Issued.  Individual 
environmental  impact  statements  will  be 
prepared  and  Issued  as  an  Integral  part  of 
the  review  and  approval  process  for  state 
coastal  zone  management  programs.  The 
Office  of  Coastal  Zone  Management,  NOAA, 
has  determined  that  the  preparatibn  of  an 
environmental  impact  statement  for  the 
program  approval  regulations  would  be  In- 
appr(^rlate;  therefore,  an  environmental 
impact  statement  will  not  be  issued  at  this 
time. 

R.  L.  Carnahan, 

Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.74-28590  Filed  12-6-74:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
[14  CFR  Part  71] 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  74-WE-20] 

ALTERATION  OF  TRANSITION  AREA 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

The  Federal  Aviatloh  Administration 
is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
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of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  description  of  the  Santa 
Tnez,  California  Transition  Area. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  argiunents 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Chief,  Airspace  and  Procedures  Branch, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration,  15000 
Aviation  Boulevard.  Lawndale.  Califor¬ 
nia  90261.  All  communications  received 
on  or  before  January  6, 1975  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  action  Is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hearing 
Is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conference  with 
^  Federal  Aviation  Administration  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief.  Any  data, 
views,  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  In  accordance  with  this  no¬ 
tice  In  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  con¬ 
tained  In  this  notice  may  be  changed  In 
the  light  of  comments  received. 

A  public  docket  will  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  by  interested  persons  in  the 
office  of  the  Regional  Counsel.  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  15000  Aviation 
Blvd..  Lawndale,  California  90261. 

A  new  Instrument  approach  procediu« 
Is  proposed  for  the  Santa  Tnez  Airport. 
The  approach  would  be  established  on 
the  291 ‘T  (276‘N)  radial  of  the  Santa 
Barbara,  California  VORTAC.  The  pro¬ 
cedure  turn  wovild  be  made  northwest 
of  the  291*  x'  radial  within  10  miles  of  the 
20  DME  fix,  which  would  also  be  the  final 
approach  fix.  The  additional  proposed 
700  foot  transition  area  is  required  for 
aircraft  executing  the  proposed  instru¬ 
ment  approach  procedmre. 

In  cmisideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
FAA  proposes  the  following  airspace 
action. 

In  §  71.181  (39FR440)  the  description 
ot  the  Santa  Tnez,  Calif.  Transition  area 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows : 

Bantx  Ynez,  Calif. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  6-mlle  radius 
of  Santa  Tnez  Airport  (latitude  34°36'25"  N., 
longitude  130*04'30"  W.),  within  6  mUes 
each  side  of  the  Santa  Barbara  VOBTAC  291* 
radial  extending  from  the  5-mile  radius  area 
to  35  miles  west  of  the  VOBTAO  and  within 
1.5  miles  each  side  of  the  Oavlota  VORTAC 
009*  and  178*  radials  from  the  five  mile 
radius  area  to  1  mile  south  of  the  VOBTAC. 

(Sec.  807  (a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended  (49  UB.C.  1348(a) ) .  and  of 
Sec.  6(c)  of  the  Department  of  Trani^orta- 
tlon  Act  (49  UB.C.  1665(c)  )  } 

Issued  in  Los  Angeles,  California,  on 
November  25, 1974. 

Robert  O.  Blanchard, 
Acting  Director, 
Western  Region. 
(FR  Doc.74-28483  Filed  13-«-74:8:45  am] 


[14CFRPart71] 

(AlrspMe  Doi^cet  No.  74-80-110] 
ALTERATION  OF  TRANSITION  AREA  . 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

TTie  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Is  considering  an  amendment  to  Part  71 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations  that 
would  alter  the  Augusta,  Ga.,  transition 
area. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Administration,  Southern  Re¬ 
gion,  Air  Traffic  Division,  P.O.  Box  20636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  commimications 
received  on  or  before  January  6,  1975, 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  No  hearing 
is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  arrange¬ 
ments  for  Informal  conferences  with  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  officials  may 
be  made  by  contacting  the  Chief,  Air¬ 
space  and  Procedures  Branch.  Any  data, 
views  or  arguments  presented  during 
such  conferences  must  also  be  submitted 
in  writing  in  accordance  with  this  no¬ 
tice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the  record 
for  consideration.  The  proposal  contained 
in  this  notice  may  be  changed  in  light  of 
comments  received. 

The  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  persons  at 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Southern  Region,  Room  645,  3400  Whip¬ 
ple  Street,  East  Point,  Ga. 

The  Augusta  transition  area  described 
in  S  71.181  (39  FR  440)  would  be  amend¬ 
ed  as  follows: 

"•  •  •  excluding  the  portion  within  R-6004 
•  •  •”  would  be  deleted  and  “•  •  •  within 
a  7-mile  radius  of  Thomson-McDuflae  Air¬ 
port,  Thomson,  Ga.  (Lat.  33*31'45"  N..  Long. 
82*31'00"  W.);  within  9.6  miles  north  and 
4.6  miles  south  of  the  090*  bearing  from 
McDuf  RBN  (Lat.  33°31’45''  N.,  Long.  82*- 
28'30''  W.) ,  extending  from  the  BBN  to  18.B 
miles  east  of  the  BBN  •  •  •”  would  be  sub¬ 
stituted  therefor. 

The  proposed  amendment  is  required 
to  provide  controlled  airspace  protection 
for  IFR  operations  at  Thomson-McDuffie 
Airport.  Prescribed  instrument  approach 
procedures  to  this  airport,  utilizing  the 
McDuf  (private)  Nondlrectional  Radio 
Beacon  and  the  Augusta  VORTAC,  are 
proposed  in  conjunction  with  the  altera¬ 
tion  of  this  transition  area. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  UB.C.  1848(a))  and  of  Sec.  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
UJB.C.  1666(c))) 

Issued  in  East  Point,  Ga.,  im  Novem- 
b^  27. 1974. 

Duane  W.  Freer, 
Acting  Director, 
Southern  Region. 
(FR  Doc.74-28485  FUed  12-6~74;8:46  am] 


[MCFRPart  71] 

(Airspace  Docket  No.  74-SO-103] 

ALTERATION  OF  VOR  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

The  Fedend  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  is  considering  an  amendment  to 
Part  71  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regula- 
lations  that  would  extend  V-454  from 
Monroeville,  Ala.,  to  Brookley,  Ala.,  and 
change  the  6-mile  route  width  of  V-20S 
between  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  Monroeville, 
Ala.,  to  a  normal  8-mile  route  width. 

Interested  persons  may  participate  in 
the  proposed  rule  making  by  submitting 
such  written  data,  views,  or  arguments 
as  they  may  desire.  Communications 
should  identify  the  airspsuie  docket  num¬ 
ber  and  be  submitted  in  triplicate  to  the 
Director,  Southern  Region,  Attention: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Administration,  P.O.  Box  20636, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30320.  All  commimications 
received  on  or  before  January  6,  1975 
will  be  considered  before  action  is  taken 
on  the  proposed  amendment.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments  re¬ 
ceived. 

An  official  docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  Interested  persons  at 
the  Federal  Aviation  Administration, 
Office  of  the  Chief  Counsel,  Attention: 
Rules  Docket,  800  Independence  Avenue. 
SW,  Washington,  D.C.  20591.  An  in¬ 
formal  docket  also  will  be  available  for 
examination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

The  proposed  amendment  would : 

1.  Extend  V-454  from  Monroeville.  Ala.,  to 
Brookley,  Ala.  This  would  codesignate  V-454 
with  V-20S  from  Monroeville  to  a  point  34 

south. 

2.  Change  the  6-mlle  route  wldUi  of  V-20S 
between  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  Monroeville,  Ala., 
to  a  normal  8-mlle  route  width. 

Extension  of  V-454  will  provide  a  shorter 
and  better  departure  and  arrival  route  for 
aircraft  using  the  Aerospace,  Ala.,  and  Falr- 
hc^,  Ala.,  airports.  Fairhope  traffic  has  been 
increasing  the  past  several  years  due  to  the 
development  of  a  major  resort  and  conven¬ 
tion  center  at  Fairhope  that  is  used  by  the 
State  of  Alabama  for  conventions  and  meet¬ 
ings.  Furthermore,  northeast  bound  traffic 
currently  operates  from  the  southwest  over 
Mobile  and  V-20  Monroeville.  Extension  of 
V-454  will  provide  a  route  to  MonroevUle 
and  points  north  over  Brookley.  Use  of  this 
rou**)  will  relieve  some  of  the  traffic  con¬ 
gestion  over  MobUe  and  simplify  terminal 
traffic  procedures  at  Bates  Field,  Mobile,  Ala. 

The  6-mile  route  width  of  V-20S  between 
Mobile  and  Monroeville  la  no  longer  re¬ 
quired  for  air  traffic  purposes. 

(Sec.  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958  (49  U.S.C.  1348(a))  and  Sec.  6(c)  of 
the  Department  of  Transportation  Act  (49 
UA.C.  ie56(c)  ) 

Issued  in  Wadilngton,  D.C.,  on  No¬ 
vember  29,  1974. 

Edward  J.  Malo, 
Acting  Chief,  Airsfxice  and 
Air  Traffie  Rules  Division. 
[FB  Doe.74-8M82  FUed  12-8-74:8:48  am] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

A-10  BEDDOWN  AT  DAVIS-MONTHAN 
AIR  FORCE  BASE,  MONTANA 

Intent  To  Prepare  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Decekber  2, 1974. 

In  accordance  with  the  National  En¬ 
vironmental  Policy  Act,  the  United 
States  Air  Force  intends  to  prepare  an 
environmental  Impact  statement  on  the 
proposed  A-10  beddown  at  Davls- 
Monthan  Air  Force  Base.  Arizona. 

The  proposed  A-10  beddown  at  Davis- 
Monthan  Air  Force  Base  involves  1  tac¬ 
tical  fighter  squadron  losing  18A-7 
aircraft  and  the  tactical  fighter  training 
activity  gaining  6  A-7  aircraft  and  10 
A-10  aircraft.  By  October,  1976, 8  civilian 
and  164  military  positions  are  proposed 
to  be  reduced. 

Suggestions  for  consideration  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  preparation  of  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  may  be 
sent  to  Dr.  Billy  E.  Welch,  Special  As¬ 
sistant  for  Environmental  Quality,  De¬ 
partment  of  the  Air  Force,  Washington, 
D.C.  20330,  prior  to  December  3J,  1974. 
For  additional  information  on  this  mat¬ 
ter,  call  Lieutenant  Colonel  Johan  E. 
Bayer  at  202-697-1147. 

Stanley  L.  Roberts, 
Colonel,  VSAF.  Chief,  Legis¬ 
lative  Division  Office  of  The 
Judge  Advocate  General. 

|FR  Ooc.74-28539  Filed  12-&-74;B:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(ES  11020] 

FLORIDA 

Amendment  of  Notice  of  Filing  of  Plat  of 
Survey 

On  Wednesday  December  20,  1972,  in 
the  Federal  Register,  Volume  37,  Num¬ 
ber  245,  Page  28082,  there  appeared  a 
notice  of  filing  of  plat  of  dependent  re- 
survey  and  survey  of  islands  and  omitted 
lands  in  T.  16  S.,  R.  28  E.,  Tallahassee 
Meridian,  Volusia  Coimty,  Florida,  ac- 
cepved  March  15, 1972.  The  land  descrip¬ 
tion  as  published  in  that  notice  did  not 
list  all  the  lands  encompassed  by  the 
survey.  The  lots  described  by  an  exten¬ 
sion  survey  In  Sections  IS  and  16  were 
omitted. 

The  complete  description  of  the  land 
area  enotunpassed  by  the  survey  is: 


Tallahassee  Meridian 

T.  16  S.,  B.  28  B.. 

Sec.  15:  Lot  3; 

Sec.  16 :  Lot  4; 

Tracts  48, 49, 50,  51, 52  and  53. 

The  area  described  aggregates  1,350.26 
acres. 

The  total  land  area  encompassed  by 
the  survey  is  over  50  percent  swamp  in 
character  within  the  interpretation  of 
the  Swampland  Act  of  September  28, 
1850.  Title  to  these  lands  issued  to  the 
State  of  Florida  as  of  that  date,  and 
these  lands  are,  therefore,  open  only  to 
selection  by  the  State  under  that  Act. 

P.  D.  Leonard, 

Acting  Director. 
Eastern  States. 

(FR  Doc.74-28542  Filed  12-5-74:8:45  am] 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 
[Docket  No.  M  75-56] 

ALABAMA  BY-PRODUCTS  CORP. 
Application  of  Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301 
(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  (30  U.S.C.  861(c)) 
(1970),  Alabama  By-Products  Corpora¬ 
tion  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CFR  75.1405  to  its 
Maxine  Mine,  Jefferson  County,  Alabama. 
30  CFR  75.1405  provides: 

All  haulage  equipment  acquired  by  an  op¬ 
erator  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after  March  30, 
1971,  shall  be  equipped  with  automatic  cou¬ 
plers  which  couple  by  Impact  and  uncouple 
without  the  necessity  of  persons  going  be¬ 
tween  the  ends  of  such  equipment.  AU 
haulage  equipment  without  automatic  cou¬ 
plers  in  use  in  a  mine  on  March  30,  1970, 
shall  also  be  so  equipped  within  4  years  after 
March  30, 1970. 

To  be  read  concurrently  with  S  75.1405 
is  30  CFR  75.1405-1  which  provides: 

The  requirement  oi  §  75.1405  with  respect 
to  automatic  couplers  applies  only  to  track 
haulage  cars  which  are  regularly  coupled  and 
uncoupled. 

History  and  Nature  of  Mining 
Operations 

The  coal  seam  being  mined  is  the 
America  seam  which  ranges  in  thickness 
from  30  to  54  inches.  The  subject  mine 
currently  produces  about  4,000  tons  per 
day  in  a  two-producing-shift  operation, 
utilizing  nine  producing  sections.  The 
mined  coal  from  each  operating  section 
is  transported  by  belt  conveyors  to  the 
surface  and  to  the  coal  preparation 
plant. 


Four-wheel  rotary  dump'  mine  cars 
which  have  a  capacity  of  104  cubic  feet 
and  which  are  approximately  30  years 
old  are  used  to  transport  supplies  from 
the  surface  to  the  working  sections  of 
the  mine.  The  cars  have  been  modified 
by  removing  a  portion  of  each  side  to 
better  facilitate  the  loading  and  unload¬ 
ing  of  supplies. 

There  are  currently  in  use  at  this  mine 
twenty-five  supply  cars  which  are  fitted 
with  link  and  pin  coupling  devices.  The 
cars  are  pulled  over  light-weight  track 
at  the  mine  elevation  by  electrically  op¬ 
erated  locomotives  after  being  lowered 
down  a  fifteen  degree  decline  by  an  elec¬ 
trically  operated  hoist. 

There  have  been  no  lost  time  accidents 
due  to  the  link  and  pin  coupling  system 
during  the  20  years  the  mine  has  been  in 
operation. 

The  supply  cars  are  small  and  light, 
and  are  not  suited  for  use  with  auto¬ 
matic  couplers.  The  impact  required  to 
make  a  coupling  would  create  the  haz¬ 
ard  of  derailing  the  cars. 

PetitlMier  has  recently  opened  a  new 
underground  coal  mine.  Considerable 
difficulty  was  encountered  in  operating 
new  supply  cars  equipped  with  auto¬ 
matic  couplers  over  trackage  with  rapid 
grade  changes  even  though  a  long  verti¬ 
cal  radius  had  been  Installed  in  the 
track.  It  is  evident  that  hauling  cars  over 
the  rapidly  changing  grades  at  the  sub¬ 
ject  mine  could  strain  automatic  cou¬ 
plers  to  a  point  where  the  couplers 
would  break  or  cause  the  cars  to  derail. 

In  recent  weeks  mine  management  has 
become  aware  of  the  existence  of  an  al¬ 
ternate  method  which  does  not  posse.ss 
the  disadvantages  of  the  automatic 
coupler  and  which  achieves  the  same 
measure  of  protection  to  miners  sought 
to  be  achieved  by  use  of  the  automatic 
coupler. 

It  is  Petitioner’s  understanding  that 
the  Mining  Enforcement  and  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration  has  Interpreted  the  phrase 
“regularly  coupled  and  uncoupl^’’  as 
excluding  mine  C8irs  which  are  coupled 
together  by  pin  and  link  arrangements 
provided  the  pin,  when  in  coupling  posi¬ 
tion,  is  secured  by  a  suitable  locking  pin 
or  nut  so  that  the  cars  thus  coupled  can¬ 
not  be  uncoupled  simply  by  lifting  the 
pin,  thus  a  string  of  nine  cars  which 
have  been  coupled  together  by  link  and 
fixed  pin  arrangements  are  not  required 
to  have  automatic  couplers  except  on 
the  end  of  the  exterior  car  of  the  string 
which  is  from  time  to  time  (irregularly) 
coupled  to  some  other  piece  of  haulage 
equipment.  This  interpretation  has  not 
been  published. 
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Petitioner  submits  that  the  application 
of  the  foregoing  provision  of  the  Act  and 
the  foregoing  regulations  and  interpre¬ 
tations,  if  applied  to  Petitioner’s  mine, 
would  result  in  a  diminution  of  safety 
over  the  present  system  in  effect. 

Alternate  Method 

Approval  of  this  alternate  system  as  a 
satisfactory  replacement  of  the  standard 
which  otherwise  would  become  effective 
in  mandating  automatic  couplers  on 
mine  cars  at  this  mine  on  and  after 
March  30,  1974,  is  subject  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  imderstandings  and  conditions  which 
are  incorporated  as  parts  of  the  alternate 
system; 

A.  All  supply  cars  in  use  at  the  cap¬ 
tioned  mine  will  be  coupled  together  in 
units  or  strings  of  cars  using  pin  and 
link  couplings  and  each  pin  will  be  drilled 
with  a  ^  inch  hole  and  fixed  in  position 
with  the  appropriate  size  cotter  key.  The 
front  end  of  the  front  car  of  each  string 
will  be  fitted  with  a  coupling  lever  so 
designed  as  to  permit  an  employee  to  lift 
or  drop  the  pin  through  the  car  bumper 
to  8eciu*e  or  release  a  link  that  has  been 
Inserted  from  another  haulage  unit  and 
to  do  this  without  the  necessity  of  posi¬ 
tioning  himself  between  the  units  being 
coupled  or  imcoupled.  If  it  becomes 
necessary  in  the  coupling  operation  to 
position  the  link,  this  also  will  be  done 
without  the  employee  positioning  himself 
between  the  units— he  will  effectuate  this 
alignment  by  using  a  specially  designed 
Hand  Link  Aligner  tool  which  shall  be 
part  of  the  equipment  of  all  supply  crews, 
There  will  be  two  Hand  Link  Aligners  on 
each  supply  locomotive — ^the  regular  size 
and  a  shorter  more  convenient  size  in  the 
event  the  motorman  wishes  to  position 
the  link  for  coupling  while  remaining 
seated  in  the  “deck”  of  the  locomotive. 

It  is  presently  planned  that  most,  if  not 
all,  supply  car  imits  or  strings  will  consist 
of  three  cars.  However,  in  the  event  it 
becomes  more  practical  to  combine  cars 
into  strings  of  more  or  less  than  three 
cars,  each  string  of  cars  will  nevertheless 
meet  the  specifications  of  fixed  pin  on  all 
cars  and  coupling  lever  on  the  front  car. 

B.  All  employees  at  the  captioned  mine 
will  be  trained  and  instructed  in  tiie 
proper  operation  and  use  of  the  Coupling 
Levers  and  the  Hand  Link  Aligners  and 
their  proper  use  will  be  mandatory  re¬ 
quirements  for  coupling  and  uncoupling 
of  all  mine  car  supply  units  at  this  mine. 
More  specifically  in  this  regard; 

(1)  All  present  employees  engaged  in 
handling  and  transportation  of  supplies 
at  this  mine  will  be  instructed  on  the 
function  and  use  of  the  Coupling  Lever 
and  Hand  Link  Aligners. 

(2)  Thereafter,  any  new  employee 
hired  as  supply  men  at  this  mine  will  be 
given  Instructions  on  the  function  and 
use  of  the  Coupling  Lever  and  Hand 
Link  Aligners  as  part  of  his  orientation 
before  he  commences  actual  work. 

(3 )  This  instruction  will  be  repeated  at 
six  month  intervals. 

(4)  The  company  vfill  maintain  a  per¬ 
manent  record  of  the  names  and  dittes 
when  each  employee  received  this  to- 
struction  and  reinstruction. 


(5)  The  requirement  that,  up<HX  con¬ 
version  of  supply  cars  at  this  mine, 
coupling  and  uncoupling  be  done  by 
means  of  Coupling  Levers  and  Hand 
Link  Aligners  shall  be  a  mandatory 
safety  rule  at  this  mine  and  a  notice  to 
this  effect  shall  be  posted  on  the  regular 
Company  and  Union  Bulletin  boards  at 
the  mine. 

(6)  As  each  multiple  supply  car  unit 
is  converted  and  placed  into  operation, 
it  will  be  subject  to  the  modified  stand¬ 
ard  set  forth  in  this  petition  and  such 
imit  will  only  be  coupled  and  uncoupled 
by  use  of  the  Coupling  Lever  and  Hand 
Link  Aligner. 

Safety  Considerations 

The  alternate  method  set  forth  above 
will  provide  no  less  than  the  same  meas¬ 
ure  of  protection  to  miners  at  the  Max¬ 
ine  Mine  than  that  sought  to  be  afforded 
by  Section  314(f)  of  the  Act  and  Depart- 
ment  of  the  Interior  Regulations  30  CFR 
75.1405  and  75.1405-1.  Under  the  cir¬ 
cumstances  at  this  mine,  it  will  actually 
provide  greater  protection  and  thus  avoid 
the  diminution  of  safety  that  would  re¬ 
sult  if  automatic  couplers  were  used.  This 
is  because; 

1.  Automatic  couplers  lack  the  fiexi- 
bility  of  permitting  mine  cars  to  negotiate 
some  of  toe  rail  curves  in  this  mine.  If 
this  were  attempted  toe  result  would  be 
derailments  with  possible  roof  falls  and 
other  resources  of  injury  to  mine  person¬ 
nel.  The  radii  of  these  rail  curves  can¬ 
not  be  enlarged  without  removing  some 
of  the  coal  from  the  adjacent  coal  pil¬ 
lars.  Such  removal  would  reduce  toe  pro¬ 
tection  from  roof  falls,  a  most  serious  and 
overriding  cause  of  concern  in  under- 
groimd  coal  mines. 

2.  Any  modification  of  the  present 
mine  care  with  automatic  couplers 
would  have  to  be  accomplished  by  af¬ 
fixing  coupler  units  to  the  bumpers  of 
toe  present  cars.  The  point  where  such 
couplers  are  affixed  to  toe  present  chas¬ 
sis  would  be  subject  to  severe  strain  and 
stress  that  would  be  much  more  likely 
to  cause  coupling  misalignment  and 
failure  than  in  the  case  of  toe  pin-link 
arrangement  or  in  the  case  of  new  car 
units  where  the  automatic  coupler  has 
been  designed  as  part  of  tl\e  car  chassis. 
The  prospect  of  derailment  and  run¬ 
away  cars,  with  the  attendant  dangers 
to  employees,  is  less  likeh^  if  pin  and  link 
couplings  are  used. 

3.  No  imminent  danger  is  presently 
Involved.  Petitioner  proposes  his  alter¬ 
nate  method  in  toe  sincere  conviction 
that  it  provides  a  safer  method  than 
toe  use  of  automatic  couplers.  Petitioner 
has  installed  prototype  Coupling  Levers 
on  two  mine  cars,  and  has  constructed 
prototype  long  and  short  Hand  link 
Aligners. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  toe  petition  or 
furnish  comments  on  or  before  Jan¬ 
uary  6, 1975.  Such  requests  or  comments 
must  be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hear¬ 
ings  and  Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 


Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  OSlee  ojL 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

November  27, 1974. 

(FR,  Doc.74-a8607  PUed  12-5-74:8:45  am] 


(Docket  No.  M  75-58] 

DUQUESNE  LIGHT  CO. 

Application  of  Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provision  of  section  301<c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969  (30  U.S.C.  861(c)) 
(1970),  Duquesne  Light  Co.  has  filed  a 
petition  to  modify  the  application  of 
30  CPR  S  75.1405  to  its  Warwick  Mine, 
Greensboro,  Pennsylvania. 

30  (TFR  75.1405  provides; 

AU  haulage  equipment  acquired  by  an 
eratOT  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after  March  30, 
1971,  shall  be  equipped  with  automatic  cou¬ 
plers  whlclii  eeuple  by  Impact  and  uncouple 
without  the  uecesslty  of  persons  going  be¬ 
tween  tht  emds  of  such  equipment.  AM  haul¬ 
age  equlpaaent  without  automatic  couplers 
In  use  In  a  sMne  on  March  30, 1070,  shan  also 
be  so  equipped  within  4  years  after  March  30. 
1970. 

To  be  read  concurrently  with  S  75.1405 
is  30  CPR  §75.1405-1  which  provides; 

The  requirement  of  75.1405  with  re^)ect 
to  automatic  couplers  applies  only  to  track 
haulage  cars  which  are  regularly  coupled 
and  uncoupled. 

In  support  of  its  petition.  Petitioner 
states; 

1.  In  February  1974,  MESA  informed 
Petitioner  that,  contrary  to  earlier  prac¬ 
tice,  section  314(f)  would,  effective 
March  30,  1974,  be  deemed  applicable 
and  would  be  enforced  with  respect  to 
belt  haulage  mines  and  to  all  vehicles 
used  on  track  even  if  equipped  for  off 
track  use.  On  April  25,  1974,  Petitioner 
was  issued  a  notice  of  violation  of 
§  75.1405  by  William  Clark.  Jr.,  of  MESA, 
citing  toe  lack  of  automatic  couplers  on 
all  supply  cars  and  several  locomotives. 
Said  application  will  result  in  a  diminu¬ 
tion  of  safety  to  the  miners  in  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  mine. 

2.  Petitioner’s  mine  does  not  employ  a 
track  coal  haulage  system,  but,  rather, 
a  belt  coal  haulage  system.  Track  is  used 
primarily  for  supplies  and  personnel 
transport.  Petitioner  uses  track  for  haul¬ 
ing  slate  out  of  the  mine  using  "rail 
only”  slate  cars  and  locomotives  which 
are  both  equipped  with  automatic 
couplers. 

3.  Virtually  all  of  Petitioner’s  supply 
cars  in  its  mine  are  equipped  with  re¬ 
tractable  rubber  wheels  which  enable 
them  to  be  used  both  on  and  off  track. 
Because  of  the  undulations  in  the  mine 
bottom  and  lack  of  alignment  when  the 
supply  cars  are  used  off-track,  toe  cars, 
if  equipped  with  automatic  couplers, 
would  have  a  tendency  to  accidentally 
uncouple.  The  installation  of  couplers 
would  also  In  almost  every  instance  re¬ 
quire  a  miner  to  be  in  between  cars  in 
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order  to  effect  the  pn^ier  aUgnmenl  ior 
coupling.  In  addition,  off-track  uae  of 
rubber/rail  vehicles  tends  to  cause  ex¬ 
cessive  wear  on  automatic  couplers  fur¬ 
ther  reducing  their  reliability. 

4.  On  its  “rubber-rail”  supply  cars. 
Petitioner  currently  uses  link-and-pin 
couplers  which  generally  enable  the 
miner  to  insert  the  pin  without  jlhysi- 
cally  positioning  himself  between 
vehicles. 

5.  Because  of  the  foregoing  facts,  in¬ 
stallation  of  automatic  couplers  on  all 
equipment  used  on-track  in  Petitioner’s 
mine  would  diminish  safety  and,  in  fact, 
create  hazards  or  the  risk  of  hazards  not 
now  present. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  January  6, 
1975.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings 
and  App>eals,  Hearings  Division,  UB. 
Department  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson 
Boulevard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203. 
Copies  of  the  petition  are  available  for 
inspection  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richaeos, 

Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

November  26, 1974. 

IFR  Doc.74-28506  Plied  12-5-74:8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  M  75-34] 

ISLAND  CREEK  COAL  CO. 
Application  of  Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  'ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  (30  U.S.C. 
861(c) )  (1970),  Island  Creek  Coal  Com¬ 
pany  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the 
application  of  30  CPR  75.521  to  its  Vir¬ 
ginia  Pocahontas  No.  1  Mine. 

30  CFR  75.521  provides: 

Each  ungrounded,  exposed  power  conduc¬ 
tor  and  each  unground^,  exposed  telephone 
wire  that  leads  underground  shall  be 
equipped  with  suitable  lightning  arresters  of 
approved  type  within  1(X)  feet  of  the  point 
where  the  circuit  enters  the  mine.  Lightning 
arrestera  shaU  be  connected  to  a  low  re¬ 
sistance  grounding  medium  on  the  surface 
which  shall  be  separated  from  neutral 
grounds  by  a  distance  of  not  leaa  than  25 
feet. 

In  support  of  Its  petition.  Petitioner 
states: 

1.  During  the  wedk  of  November  30, 
1973,  MESA  informed  the  Petitidher  that 
MESA  was  going  to  enforce  i  75.521  of 
the  Regulations  at  Petitioner’s  Virginia 
Pocahontas  No.  1  Mine. 

2.  Petitioner  asserts  that  the  safety  of 
the  grounding  S3rstem  would  be  dlmin- 
Ished  by  modification  of  the  grounding 
connection  because  of  the  way  in  whldi 
the  grounding  system  is  imtalled  and 
connected. 

3.  Petitioner  has  secured  the  services 
of  a  neutral  party.  Appalachian  Power 
Company,  to  ascertain  the  resistance  of 
the  grounding  mpdium  at  Petltioner’a 

'Virginia  Pocahontas  No.  I  Mine’s  sub¬ 


station  site.  ’The  results  fall  within  the 
accepted  standards  for  a  good  ground 
system  established  by  the  IEEE. 

4.  Petitioner  asserts  that  the  grounding 
resistance  falls  within  the  “prrferred” 
resistance  range  indicated  by  MESA’s 
manual  for  coal  mine  inspectors. 

5.  Furthermore,  Petitioner  presents 
and  asserts  that  the  subject  grounding 
system  represents  as  safe  or  safer  a 
grounding  medium  as  would  result  from 
modification  of  said  gropnd  system.  ’The 
subject  ground  system  consists  not  only 
of  a  substation  ground  mat  but  also  in¬ 
cludes  steel  pilings  to  bedrock  in  all 
major  surface  plant  structures  Including 
preparation  plant,  hoist,  aerial  trams, 
and  associated  yard  buildings.  Petitioner 
asserts  that  the  accumulated  grounding 
surface  is  sufficient  to  render  this  ground 
capable  of  dissipating  any  conceivable 
lightning  surges  in  the  incoming  Ap¬ 
palachian  Power  Company’s  static  wire. 

6.  Petitioner  maintains  and  asserts 
that  the  secondary  medium  voltage  cir¬ 
cuits  used  for  mine  power  do  not  re¬ 
quire  lightning  arresters  (although  such 
arresters  are  provided)  because  said  pow¬ 
er  conductors  are  installed  so  as  to  be 
considered  “covered”  by.  the  definition 
used  in  the  Act.  (See  No.  2  above.) 

7.  Petitioner  sisserts  that  the  section  of 
the  law  pertaining  to  lightning  arresters 
and  grounding  was  written  so  as  to  pro¬ 
vide  a  reliable  standard  against  which 
groimd  techniques  could  be  compared. 
Many  mining  operations  have  been  un¬ 
dertaken  with  little  thought  given  to 
grounding  or  lightning  protection.  Many 
systems  have  been  found  to  possess  mar¬ 
ginal  or  inadequate  grounding  present¬ 
ing  a  definite  hazard  to  the  miners.  'The 
subject  grounding  system  was  installed 
according  to  the  best  engineering  prac¬ 
tices  and  is  characterized  by  the  atten¬ 
tion  paid  to  the  safety  of  personnel  and 
to  efficient  operation.  A  system  such  as 
proposed  by  MESA  was  considered  at  the 
time  these  mines  were  installed  and  re¬ 
jected  in  favor  of  the  present  system. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fm- 
nish  comments  on  or  before  January  6, 
1975.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  WUson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Clopies 
of  t4ie  petition  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director,  Office  of 
Hearings  and  Appeals. 

November  28,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-2860e  FUed  12-6-74;t:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
GRAIN  STANDARDS 
Louisiana  Grain  Inspection  Points 

Statement  of  considerations.  The  Lcn- 
Istana  Departmeat  of  Agriculture,  Baton 
Rouge,  Louisiana,  is  designated  to  op¬ 


erate  as  an  official  inspection  agency  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  sec¬ 
tion  7(f>  of  the  U.S.  Gram  Standards 
Act  (7)  UB.C.  79(f) ) .  The  Louisiana  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  has  been  pro- 
vidmg  official  mspection  service  for  18 
years  mcludmg  4  years  at  Lake  Prov¬ 
idence  as  a  designated  inspection  pomt. 
The  Lake  Providence  office  provides  of¬ 
ficial  inspection  service  at  Jonesville  on 
a  request  basis.  The  State  has  recently 
added  Alexandria  as  a  designated  inspec- 
ti(m  pednt.  A  designated  inspection  pomt 
is  defined  sis  a  city,  town,  or  other  loca- 
tiem  assigned  under  the  regulations  to 
an  official  inspection  agency  for  the  con¬ 
duct  of  official  inspections,  and  withm 
which  the  official  inspection  agency,  or 
one  or  more  of  its  licensed  inspectors  is 
located  (7  CFR  26.1  (b)  (13) ) . 

The  Louisiana  Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  now  plans  to  locate  one  or  more  of 
its  licensed  gram  inspectors  at  Emider, 
Mermentau,  and  Opelousas,  Louisiana, 
and  has  requested  that  its  assignment  be 
amended  m  accordance  with  §  26.99(b) 
of  the  regulations  (7  C2PR  26.99(b))  to 
add  Kinder,  Mermentau,  and  Opelousas, 
Louisiana,  as  designated  inspection 
pomts. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service  has  under 
consideration  the  request  from  the  Lou¬ 
isiana  Department  of  Agriculture  to  add 
Kinder,  Mermentau,  and  Opelousas, 
Louisiana,  as  designated  inspection 
pomts  under  the  U.S.  Grain  Standards 
Act. 

Opportunity  is  hereby  afforded  all  in- 
ter^ted  persons  to  submit  written  views 
and  comments  with  respect  to  this  mat¬ 
ter  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agricultme,  Washington,  D.C. 
20250.  Ail  material  submitted  shoidd  be 
in  duplicate  and  mailed  to  the  Hearing 
Clerk  not  later  than  January  6,  1975.  All 
materials  submitted  pursuant  to  this 
notice  will  be  made  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk  during  regular  business  hours  (7 
CPR  1.27(b) ) .  Consideration  will  be  given 
to  the  vtews  and  comments  so  filed  with 
the  Hearing  Clerk  and  to  all  other  mfor- 
mation  available  to  the  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture  befex-e  final  detnmination 
is  made  with  respect  to  this  matter. 

Done  m  Washington,  D.C.  on:  Decem¬ 
ber  2,  1974. 

E.  L.  Peterson, 
Administrator, 

AgricuUurttl  Marketing  Service. 

[FB  1)00.74-28569  FUed  ia-5-74;a:45  am] 

Food  and  Nutrition  Service 

[FSP  No.  1975-1.2;  Arndt.  No.  45] 

FOOD  STAMP  PROGRAM 

Purchase  Requirements 

Piusuant  to  the  authority  contamed 
m  the  Food  Stamp  Act  of  1964,  as 
amended  (78  Stat.  703.  as  amended;  7 
U.S.C.  2011-2026) ,  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  Food  and  Nutrition  Service,  De¬ 
partment  of  AgricultiMe  prtmoses  to 
amend  Notice  FSP  No.  19'Z^l.l  which 
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prescribes  maximum  monthly  allowable 
income  standards  and  basis  of  coupon 
issuance  for  the  48  States  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  issued  pursuant  to 
Part  271  of  the  regulations  governing 
the  operation  of  the  Food  Stamp  Pro¬ 
gram,  7  CPR  271.  Notices  FSP  1975-2.1 
for  Alaska:  1975-3.1  for  Hawaii;  1975- 
4.1  for  Puerto  Rico;  1975-5.1  for  tJie  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands;  and  1975-6.1  for  Guam  will 
also  be  amended  accordingly. 

Notice  FSP  No.  1975-1.1  provides  that 
the  percentage  of  income  represented  by 
the  purchase  requirements  reflect  his¬ 
torical  differentials  which  show  a  wide 
variation  of  the  percentage  of  income  by 
household  size  and  income.  Additionally, 
there  are  further  distortions  due  to  the 
use  of  income  intervals  which  result  in 
vanring  percentages  of  income  within 
these  intervals. 

Under  the  proposed  amendment,  the 
amount  that  each  household  will  pay  for 
Its  coupon  allotment  will  be  30  percent 
of  adjusted  net  monthly  income;  i.e.,  in¬ 
come  after  all  allowable  deductions  have 
been  made,  except  that  one-  and  two- 
person  households  with  net  monthly  in¬ 
come  of  less  than  $20  and  all  other 
households  with  net  monthly  income  of 
less  than  $30  shall  continue  to  receive 
their  coupon  allotments  without  paying 
anything. 

Thus,  imder  the  pix^posed  amendment, 
the  differentials  and  distortions  in  the 
Notice  FSP  No.  1975-1.1  will  be  removed 
as  every  household  with  the  same  income 
will  pay  the  same  purchase  requirement. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  written 
comments,  suggestions,  or  objections  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  amendment  to  P. 
Royal  Shipp,  Director,  Pood  Stamp  Di¬ 
vision,  Food  and  Nutrition  Service,  n.S. 
Deputment  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
D.C.  20250  not  later  Uian  December  27. 
1974.  AH  comments,  suggestions,  or  ob¬ 
jections  received  by  this  date  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  before  the  flnal  notice  is  issued. 

Comments,  suggestions,  or  objections 
will  be  open  to  public  inspection  pmrsu- 
ant  to  7  CFR  1.27(b)  at  the  Office  of  the 
Director  during  regular  business  hours 
(8:30  a.m.-5:00  pjn.)  at  500  12th  Street, 
SW,  Washington.  D.C.,  Room  650. 

TTie  proposed  revision  is: 

Notice  PSP  No.  1975-1.1  for  the  48 
States  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  is¬ 
sued  pursuant  to  a  part  of  Subchapter 
C — Food  Stamp  Program,  under  Title  7, 
Chapter  n.  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
is  amended  and  superseded,  by  this  No¬ 
tice  PSP  No.  1975-1.2  to  read  as  follows: 

Maximum  Monthly  Allowable  Income 
Standards  and  Basis  op  Coupon  issu¬ 
ance:  48  States  and  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia 

Households  in  which  all  m»nbers  are 
Included  in  the  federally-aided  public 
assistance  grant,  general  assistance 
grant,  or  supplemental  security  income 
benefit  shall  be  determined  to  be  eligible 
to  participate  in  the  program  while  re¬ 
ceiving  such  grants  without  regard  to  the 
income  and  resoiuces  of  the  household 
members. 

The  maximiun  allowable  Income 
standards  for  determining  eligibility 


all  other  applicant  hous^<4ds.  Including 
those  in  which  some  members  are  recipi¬ 
ents  of  federally-aided  public  assistance, 
general  assistance,  or  supplemental  se¬ 
curity  income  beneflt,  in  any  State  other 
than  Alaska  or  Hawaii  or  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  shall  be  the  higher  of: 

(1)  The  mMimum  allowable  monthly  in¬ 
come  standards  for  each  household  size  which 
were  In  effect  in  such  States  or  the  District  of 
CkilTunbia,  prior  to  July  29.  1971,  or 

(2)  The  foUowlng  maiimum  allowable 
monthly  income  standards: 

Maxiuum  Aixowablx  Monthly  Income 
Standards 

48  States  and  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia 


One  . i$194 

Two  _ — _  280 

Three _ 406 

Four _ - _  613 

Five  .  606 

Six  .  700 

Seven _  793 

Eight . . 886 

Each  additional  member _  +73 


•Poverty  guideline. 

“Income”  as  the  term  is  used  in  the  no¬ 
tice  is  as  deflned  in  paragraph  (c)  of 
S  271.3  of  the  Food  Stamp  Program  Reg¬ 
ulation. 

Section  7(a)  of  the  Food  Stamp  Act.  as 
amended,  requires  that  the  value  of  the 
coupon  allotment  be  adjusted  semi-an¬ 
nually  by  the  nearest  increment  that  is 
a  multiple  of  two  to  reflect  changes  in  the 
prices  of  food  published  by  the  Bureau 
of  Labor  Statistics. 

Prior  to  the  amendment  to  the  Act  re¬ 
quiring  semi-annual  adjustment  of  the 
value  of  the  coupon  allotment,  the  ad¬ 
justments  were  made  at  the  beginning  of 
each  fiscal  year;  i.e.,  in  July  based  on  the 
cost  of  the  econmny  food  plan  in  the 
preceding  December.  Wiih  the  enact¬ 
ment  of  the  semi-annual  adjwtment,  the 
law  specified  that  the  first  a^ustment  be 
made  in  January  1974  to  reflect  changes 
in  food  prices  through  August  1973.  A 
similar  procedure  was  used  for  the  July 
1,  1974  adjustment  and  for  the  January 
1,  1975  adjustment  in  the  value  of  the 
coupon  allotment  which  is  based  on  the 
cost  of  the  economy  food  plan  in  August 
1974. 

The  total  monthly  coupon  allotments 
for  some  households  are  not  divisible  by 
fovu:.  This  results  in  total  coupon  allot¬ 
ments  of  uneven  dollar  amounts  for 
those  households  which  choose  to  pur¬ 
chase  one-fourth  or  three-foiurths  of 
their  total  coupon  allotment.  For  such 
households,  the  State  agency  shall  round 
the  face  value  of  one-fourth  or  three- 
fomths  of  the  total  coupon  allotment 
up  to  the  next  higher  whole  dollar 
amoimt  and  shall  not  change  the  pur¬ 
chase  requirements  for  such  allotments. 

Pursuant  to  section  7(a)  of  the  Food 
Stamp  Act,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  2016 
Pub.  L.  91-671),  the  face  value  of  the 
monthly  coupon  allotment  which  State 
agencies  are  authorized  to  issue  to  any 
household  certified  as  eligible  to  par¬ 
ticipate  in  the  Program  in  the  48  States 
and  the  E^trict  of  Columbia  is  as  fol¬ 
lows: 


Monthly  Coupon  Allotmxnts 

48  States  and 
District  of 


Household  size:  Columbia 

1  . - .  $46 

2  - 84 

3  — .  122 

4  - 164 

6  . . . .  182 

6  . . .  210 

7  . 238 

8  . .  266 

Each  additional  person _  +22 


Purchase  Requirements 

Pursuant  to  section  7(b)  of  the  Pood 
Stamp  Act.  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  2016, 
Pub.  L.  91-671),  the  amount  that  each 
household  shall  be  required  to  pay  for 
its  total  coupon  allotment  shall  be  30 
percent  of  adjusted  net  monthly  in¬ 
come;  i.e.,  income  after  all  allowable  de¬ 
ductions  have  made ;  except  that : 

1.  One-  and  two-person  households  with 
adjusted  net  income  of  less  than  $20  per 
month  shall  continue  to  receive  their  coupon 
allotments  without  paying  anything;  and 

2.  Households  of  three  or  more  persons 
with  adjmted  net  income  of  less  than  $30 
per  month  shall  continue  to  receive  their 
coupon  allotments  without  paying  any¬ 
thing. 

(78  Stat.  703,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C.  2011- 
2026) 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Programs.  Na  10.561,  National  Archives 
Reference  Services) 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

December  3.  1974. 

[PR  Doc.74-4$Me  FUed  12-6-74;8;46  am ) 

SoH  Conservation  Service 

ALKALI  CREEK  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
MONTANA 

Notice  of  Negative  Deciaration 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Council  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Qusdity  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20551),  August  1.  1973;  and  Part  650  of 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guidelines 
(39  PR  19651),  June  3,  1974;  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that  an  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  is  not  be¬ 
ing  prepared  for  the  Alkali  Creek  Water¬ 
shed  Project,  Yellowstone  Coimty, 
Montana. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  A.  B. 
Linford,  State  Conservationist,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  USDA,  410  Federal 
Building,  P.O.  Box  970,  Bozeman,  Mon¬ 
tana  59715,  has  determined  that  the 
preparation  and  review  of  an  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statement  is  not  needed 
for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  flood  prevention.  TThe 
planned  works  of  improvement  include 
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conservation  land  treatment,  flood  plain 
management,  and  structural  measures. 
Structural  measures  include  a  diversion 
dam  and  a  bypass  channel. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  Is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location: 

SoU  Conserratlon  Service,  T7SDA,  410  Pederal 
BuUdtng,  Bozeman,  Montana  58715. 

No  administrative  action  on  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  wifi  be  taiken 
until  December  23, 1974. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Refer¬ 
ence  Services) 

William  B.  Davby. 
Deputy  Adminiatrator  for  Water 
Resources.  Soil  Conserva¬ 
tion  SerrHoe. 

November  27, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-28510  Filed  13-&-7«:8:«S  ami 

BENNETT  CREEK  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
TEXAS 

Notice  of  Negative  Dectaratfon 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  §  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on  Eln- 
vironmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550)  August  1, 1973;  and  §  650.8(b)  (3) 
of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guide¬ 
lines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3,  1974;  the 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that 
an  environmental  impetet  statement  is 
not  being  prepared  for  the  Bennett 
Creek  Watershed  Floodwater  Retarding 
Structure  No.  3,  Mills,  Lampasas  and 
Hamilton  Counties,  Texas. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  impacts  on  toe  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  cmi- 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  Ed¬ 
ward  E.  Thomas,  State  Conservationist, 
Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  First 
National  Bank  Building.  Temple,  Texas 
76501,  has  determined  that  the  prepara¬ 
tion  and  review  of  an  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  is  not  needed  for  this 
project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  provid¬ 
ing  flood  protection  to  the  flood  plain  of 
Bennett  Creek  and  Installation  of  Flood- 
water  Retarding  Structure  No.  3. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  location: 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  First  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Ten4>le,  Texas  76501. 

No  administrative  action  on  implemen¬ 
tation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken  imto 
December  23, 1974 . 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services) 

J.  W.  Hass, 

Acting  Deputy  Administrator 
for  Water  Resources,  Soil 
Conservation  Service, 

November  29, 1974. 

(FR  Doc.74-28509  Filed  12-6-74;8:46  am] 

FEDERAL 


cmr  OF  BROWNING  WATERSHED 
PROJECT,  MONTANA 

Availahility  trf  Draft  EnwronnMatal  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  193(2)  (O  of  toe 
National  Environmental  P(dicy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  CouncU  on  En¬ 
vironmental  Quality  Guiddines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973) ;  and  Psut  6S0 
of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service  Guide¬ 
lines  (39  FR  19650,  June  3,  1974) ;  toe 
SoU  Conservation  Service,  IT.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS) 
for  the  City  of  Browning  Watershed 
Project,  Glacier  County,  Montana, 
USDA  -  SC»-El&-WS-( ADM)  -75-1  (D)  - 
MT. 

The  EIS  concerns  a  plan  for  watershed 
protection  and  fiood  prevention.  The 
planned  works  of  improvement  provide 
for  conservation  land  treatment,  non- 
structural  measures,  a  floodwater  retard¬ 
ing  structure,  and  two  fioodwater 
diversions. 

A  limited  supply  of  the  draft  EIS  is 
avaUable  at  the  following  location  to  fill 
single  copy  requests: 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  USDA,  410  Fed«al 
Building,  Bozeman,  Montana  ^716. 

Copies  of  the  draft  EIS  have  been  sent 
for  comment  to  various  federal,  state, 
and  local  agencies  as  outlined  in  the 
Council  on  Environmmtal  Quality 
Guidelines.  Comments  are  also  invited 
from  others  having  knowledge  of  or  spe¬ 
cial  expertise  on  environmental  impairs. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  or  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Mr.  A.  B. 
Linford,  State  Conservationist,  SoU 
Conservaticai  Service,  410  Federal  BuUd- 
ing,  Bozeman,  Montana  59715. 

Comments  must  be  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  30,  1975,  in  order  to  be 
considered  in  the  preparation  of  the 
final  environmental  impact  statement, 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Refer¬ 
ence  Services) 

William  B.  Davet, 
Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

November  27, 1974. 

(FR  Doc.74-28513  FUed  ia-6-74;8:4S  am] 


KINDER  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
LOUISIANA 

Awaitability  of  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  toe 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
196?;  Part  1500  of  the  CouncU  on  Envi¬ 
ronmental  (Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973) ;  and  Part  650  at 
the  SoU  Conservation  Service  Guidelines 
(39  FR  19650,  June  3,  1974);  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  U.S.  Department 
of  A^culture,  has  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  for  the 
Kinder  Watershed  Project,  Allen  amd 
Jefferson  Davis  Parishes,  Louisiana, 
USDA-SCS-EIS-WS-(  ADM)  -75-l-(D)  - 
LA. 
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The  envlromnental  Impact  statement 
concerns  a  plan  for  watershed  protection, 
fiood  prevention,  and  drainage.  The 
planned  works  of  improvement  Include 
(xinservatlon  land  toeatment  supple¬ 
mented  by  73  mUes  of  channel  work 
which  includes  excavation,  clearing, 
structures  for  water  control  (weirs),  and 
structures  for  water  control  (pipe  drops) . 
Excavation  will  involve  55  mihs  of  exist¬ 
ing  channels  and  10  miles  of  new  con¬ 
struction  whUe  clearing  will  involve  8 
mUes  of  existing  channels.  Of  the  63 
miles  of  work  proposed  on  existing  chan¬ 
nels,  53  miles  have  ephemeral  fiow  and 
10  mUes  have  intermittent  flow. 

A  Bmited  supply  of  copies  is  available 
at  the  foUowing  to  fiU  single  copy 
requests; 

Soil  conservation  Service,  USDA,  3737  Gov¬ 
ernment  Street,  Alexandria,  Louisiana 
71301. 

Copies  of  the  draft  envh'onmentsU  Im¬ 
pact  statement  have  been  sent  for  com¬ 
ment  to  various  federal,  state,  and  local 
agencies  as  outlined  in  the  CouncU  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines.  Com¬ 
ments  are  also  invited  from  others  hav¬ 
ing  knowledge  of  or  special  expertise  on 
environmental  impacts. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
action  or  requests  for  additonal  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Alton 
Mangum,  State  Conservationist.  SoU 
Cmiservation  Service,  3737  Government 
Street,  Alexandria,  Louisiana  71301. 

Comments  must  be  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  24,  1975,  in  order  to  be 
considered  in  toe  preparation  of  the 
final  environmental  impact  statement. 

(Catalog  of  Fedaral  Dtunesttc  Asslstaneo 
Program  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Ref- 
eraiMa  Services) 

William  B.  Davet. 

Deputy  Administrator  for  Water 
Resources,  SoU  Cosuervation 
Service. 

November  27, 1974. 

(FR  Doc.74-28611  filed  12-6-74;8:46  ami 

STONEY  CREEK  WATERSHED  PROJECT, 
NORTH  CAROLINA 

Awaitability  of  Draft  Environmantal  Impact 
Statement 

Pursuant  to  section  102(2)  (O  of  the 
National  Environtnental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  Part  1500  of  the  Council  cn  Envi¬ 
ronmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38  FR 
20550,  August  1,  1973) ;  and  Part  650  of 
the  SoU  Conservation  Service  Guidelines 
(39  FR  19650,  June  3,  1974) ;  the  Soil 
Conservation  Service,  UB.  D^artment 
of  Agriculture,  has  prepared  a  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  statement  for  the 
Stoney  Creek  Watershed  Project,  Wayne 
County,  North  Carolina,  USDA-SCS- 
ElS-WS-(  ADM)  -75-0 1-(D)  -NC. 

The  environmental  impact  statement 
concerns  a  plan  for  watershed  protection, 
fiood  prevention,  and  recreation.  The 
planned  works  of  improvement  include 
conservation  land  treatment,  ,  supple¬ 
mented  by  three  dams  with  multiple- 
purpose  storage  (fiood  prevention  and 
recreation)  and  channel  work.  The  chan¬ 
nel  work  wiU  involve  clearing  and  debris 
removal  on  10,800  feet  of  previously 
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modified  perezmlal  streams.  The  recrea¬ 
tional  development  will  pimide  32.300 
visitor-days  of  recreation  annually. 

A  limited  supply  of  copies  is  available 
at  the  following  location  to  fill  single 
copy  requests: 

Soil  Conservation  Service.  USOA,  Post  Ofllce 
Box  27307,  RfUelgH,  North  Carolina  27611. 

CofAeti  ci  ttie  draft  environmental  im¬ 
pact  statement  have  been  soit  for  c(xn- 
ment  to  various  federal,  state,  and  local 
agencies  as  outlined  in  the  Council  oa 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines.  Com¬ 
ments  are  also  Invited  from  others  hav¬ 
ing  knowledge  of  or  special  expertise  on 
environmental  impacts. 

Comments  concerning  the  proposed 
acti(m  or  requests  for  additional  infor¬ 
mation  should  be  addressed  to  Jesse  L. 
Hicks,  State  Conservationist,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  Post  Office  Box  27307, 
Raleigh,  North  Carolina  27611. 

Comments  must  be  received  on  or  be¬ 
fore  January  22. 1975,  in  order  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  imparation  of  the  final 
environmental  impact  statement. 

(CaSalog  at  Federal  Domastlo  Aaslstance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10B04,  National  Archtvas  Befer- 
mysm  Bervleea) 

WiLLnui  B.  Dsvrr, 
Detmtt  Administrator  for  Water 
Xesourcesj  Soil  Conservation 
Service. 

NovxifBKa  27.  1974. 

|FB  Doe.74-S8S13  FItod  12-»-74;t:4S  am) 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
llariHme  Administratioii 
S8  CANADA  MAIL 
InvRiition  for  Seated  Bids 

Notice  is  herdjy  glvm  that  pursuant  to 
the  provUdons  of  Title  vn  at  the  Mter- 
ehant  kfarlne  Act,  1936,  as  amended 
(herein  called  tiie  “Act**),  the  Maritime 
Administration  has  issoed  Invitation  for 
Bids  No.  1,  dated  November  26.  1974, 
inviting  sealed  bids  for  the  bardioat 
charter  of  the  S8  CANADA  MAH..  om~ 
elal  No.  297570,  located  at  the  Suisun 
Bay.  California,  Reserve  Fleet. 

The  SS  CANADA  MAIL  is  a  C4-B-l8a 
mariner  type  vessel  built  in  1965  by  Na¬ 
tional  Steel  li  Shipbuilding  Company, 
San  Diego,  California. 

The  Maritime  Administration  is  in¬ 
viting  sealed  bids  from  citiaens  of  the 
United  States  only.  The  vessel  may  be 
bareboat  chartered  for  operation  under 
the  UJB.  fteg  in  a  service  which  has  been 
determined  to  be  essential  pursuant  to 
section  211  of  the  Act  which  is  not  being 
adequately  served  by  existing  steamship 
lines  privately  owned  and  operated  1^ 
citizens  of  tiie  United  States  and  docu¬ 
mented  imder  the  laws  of  the  United 
States. 

The  charter  shall  be  for  a  period  to  be 
mutually  agreed  upcm,  iK>t  to  exceed  five 

years. 

The  vessel  is  offered  for  charter  on  an 
‘"as  is,  where  is’*  basis  under  the  terms 
mnd  conditions  seV  forth  in  the  invitation 
and  fmrm  of  bareboat  charter  party 
agreement  attached  to  the  invitation. 


Section  T06<b)  of  the  Act  requires  the 
miniumm  basic  charter  rate  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  as  iHrovided  in  section  714  of  the 
Act.  Pursuant  to  this  requirement,  the 
Maritime  Administration  has  calcnlated 
that  the  minimum  basic  rate  at  charter 
hire  for  the  SS  CANADA  MAIL  is  $43,205 
per  month  or  $1,420  per  day. 

The  l^aritime  AdministnUion  reserves 
the  right  to  reject  any  or  all  bids  for 
reastms  specified  in  the  Act,  and  to  make 
such  award  as  it  may  deem  in  its  Judg¬ 
ment  to  be  most  advantageous  and  to 
best  serve  the  purposes  and  policy  of  t^ 
AcL 

Each  bid  is  to  be  accompanied  by  a 
suitably  detailed  outline  of  the  prc^iosed 
operation  of  the  vessel,  together  with 
sufficient  detail  concerning  the  financial 
resources  of  the  bidder  to  enable  the 
Maritime  Administration  to  determine 
the  ability  of  the  bidder  to  consummate 
the  transaction  and  operate  the  ship  in 
thft  mnnrtor  contemplated. 

Bids  will  be  received  until  11  AM., 
EST,  December  27,  1974,  and  public 
opeidng  will  be  held  at  11:30  A.M.,  EST 
on  said  date  at  the  offices  of  the  Mari¬ 
time  Administration,  Romn  3708,  Com¬ 
merce  Building,  14th  Street  between  E 
and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW,  Wash- 
tegUm.  D.C.  20330. 

Any  perscm,  firm  or  corporation  (citi¬ 
aens  at  the  united  States)  desiring  to 
s<A)niit  bids  puisTiant  to  the  foregoing  no¬ 
tice  may  obtain  copies  of  the  Invitation 
for  Bids  No.  1,  dated  November  26, 1974, 
by  writing  to  Burton  T.  Kyle,  Director, 
(Woe  of  Domestic  Shipping,  Maritime 
Administration,  Departinent  of  CTmn- 
nerce,  Washington,  D.C.  20230,  or  if  call- 
las  hi  person  may  pk^  up  same  in  Ro<mi 
•616,  Departinent  of  Commerce,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  or  at  any  of  the  following 
Regtonal  Offices  of  the  Maritime  Admin¬ 
istration: 

Eastern  Begion,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York. 
New  York  lOOOT. 

Central  Region,  Poet  Qflioe  Box  62948,  VOl 
lioyola  Aveane,  New  Orleans,  Lonistana 
70162. 

Western  Region,  450  Qolden  Gate  Avenue, 
Box  36073.  San  nrandaoo,  Oallfomla  94102. 

By  Order  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of 
(Tommerce  for  Maritime  Affairs. 

Dated:  December  3, 1974. 

Jamss  S.  Dawson.  Jr., 
Secretary. 

IFR  Doe.74-28670  Piled  12-6-74:8:46  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION.  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  AdminMration 

UNDERSTANDING  BETWEEN  THE  F(X)D 
AND  DRUG  ADMINISTRATION  AND  THE 
MINISTRY  OF  AGRK^JLTURE  OF  BEL¬ 
GIUM 

Sanitary  Quality  ol  Dry  MMk  Products 

Pursuant  to  the  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  RBCisnB  of  October  3,  1974  (39 
FR  35697)  that  future  agreements  or 
memoranda  understanding  between 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  and 
others  would  be  published  In  the  Fed¬ 


eral  Rbgistxb,  the  (Commissioner  of  Food 
and  Drugs  Issues  the  following  notice: 

A  Memorandum  of  Understanding  be¬ 
tween  the  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
and  the  Ministry  of  Agriculture  of  Bel¬ 
gium,  represented  by  the  Natkxial  Dairy 
Office  exporting  dry  milk  products  to  the 
United  States  of  America  was  executed 
on  November  6, 1974.  The  memorandum, 
developed  and  agreed  to  by  the  respective 
agencies  to  control  the  sanitary  quality  of 
dry  milk  products  exported  to  the  United 
States  of  America,  reads  as  follows: 

Mxmoraitoum  or  Undxbstamddio  Bxtwxmk 
THX  Pood  and  Dxoo  AoiuNisnATiOK,  Public 
Health  Skkvicb.  Depaetkzmt  or  Hkalxh, 
Education,  and  Weltabb  or  bhb  Unxtbd 
States  or  Amebica  and  the  Ministbt  or 
Agbicultubb  or  Bbldtum  Rbfbbbbnted  bt 
THX  National  Daibt  OmcB  Exportino  Dbt 
Ifn.K  Pboducts  to  thx  Untied  States 

This  Memorandum  of  Understanding  has 
been  developed  and  agreed  to  by  the  respec¬ 
tive  agencies  to  control  the  sanitary  quality 
of  dry  milk  products  exportsd  to  the  United 
States  of  America. 

For  purposes  of  this  Memorandum,  both 
parties  agree  to  the  definitions  following: 

Lot — ^A  “lot”  is  a  quantity  of  dry  mXk  prod¬ 
uct  produced  during  a  discrete  period  of  time, 
by  one  manufacturer,  in  one  oontlxuMMU 
process  using  a  single  processing  line,  pack¬ 
aged  in  identical  oontalnera  idenUSed  ky  a 
code  or  mart:  traceable  to  the  manufacturer 
and  the  other  parameters  listed  above. 

yoltnonella-negatlve — ^the  absence  of  5al- 
monella  will  be  determined  by  methodology 
contained  in: 

a.  BmeterioiogieaX  Analytical  Manual  for 
Foods,  Third  Ndltlon.  June  1972,  Chapter 

vin.» 

b.  AOAC 11.  Section  41.026(b).  et  seq.* 

e.  With  bxoeptlons  as  provided  in  n>A  Com¬ 
pliance  Program  Guidance  Manual,  Octo¬ 
ber  13,  1972,  Section  3.  "The  sampled  lot  is 
acceptable  only  if  analysis  of  all  the  oom- 
postts  units  ars  negaAtve  fOr  Salmonella^. 

Phosphatass  activity-negative — the  ab¬ 
sence  of  pboq>hataM  activity  will  be  deter- 
mtDSd  by  AOAO  11,  Saotkm  16.081,  si  seq. 

TKB  NATIONAL  DAIBT  OrVTCB  (BELGIUM) 

1.  Nte  agree  to  inspect  each  lot  of  dry  milk 
produced  In  this  country  and  offered  for  ex¬ 
port  to  the  Unltsd  States  of  America  to  as¬ 
sure  that  it  Is  negatlvs  for  Salmonella  baaed 
mpem  eraiwlnatkm  of  SO/iOff-gm  sample  units 
and  analyoed  by  methods  prescribed  above 
under  “SalmoBelln-negative,”  and  that  it 
contains  no  phosphatase  activity  by  methods 
prescribed  above  under  **Pboaphatase  activ- 
ity-negattve.** 

2.  We  agree  to  Issue  an  export  certificate 
for  only  those  lots  uhlob  meet  the  criteria  of 
1.  above.  Any  lot  which  fafia  to  meet  such 
criteria  will  be  denied  export  to  the  United 
States  of  America. 

8.  We  agree  to  require  all  containers  of 
all  lots  exported  to  the  United  States  of 
America  to  be  identified  by  lot  number,  and 
marked  ‘Tor  Human  Use  Only!  Not  TO  Be 
Xieed  Por  Animal  Peed”  together  wilh  all 
other  Information  required  by  the  Federal 
Pood.  Drug,  and  Coameilc  Act. 


*  BmeUrMogteml  AnalyMesl  Manual  for 
Foote,  Pub.  No.  171»-00-163,  UB.  Govem- 
meiit  Printing  Offlee,  WaMiingtmi.  DC  20402. 

*  OJIetai  Methods  of  AualysU.  1970.  Aasoda- 
tioQ  «f  omcial  Analytical  Ghemtsts,  Box  640, 
Benjamin  FtankUn  Station.  Washington,  DO 
20044. 
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porting  country  and  the  exported  products  eluding  the  coordination  and  review 
comply  with  q>eclflcatlon8  set  forth  In  this  toward  the  approval  of  new  and 

Menmrandimof  Undmtanmni^nd^ot^  revised  relations.  Clears  and  controls 
Art.  ^  preparation  of  congressional  reports. 

3.  We  will  Share  Information  about  our  Manages  the  Operational  Planning  Sys- 
audit  sampling  with  the  exporting  country,  tem  and  the  Program  Review  System  to 

4.  We  will  share  expertise  and  wUi  provide  assure  the  achievement  of  overall  health 
consultative  assistance  to  the  exporting  goals  and  legislative  commitments.  Pro- 
country  when  necessary  to  assure  the  safety  yj^es  guidance  to  the  PHS  Agencies  and 
of  ^e  d^  n^  p^ucte  expor^  to  us.  coordinates  the  implementation  of  pro- 

is  to  bo  notod  tbftt  skccoirdiii^  to  tlio  ^**aa1w4w«sw  a# 

structure  of  the  Administration  In  Belgium.  the  treking  of  ap- 

the  National  Dairy  Office  Is  the  official  agency  proved  legislative  initiatives.  Insures 
able  to  control  the  sanitary  quality  and  to  that  heads  of  PHS  Staff  Offices  and 
grant  the  certificates  for  the  above-men-  Agencies  are  informed  of,  and  given  an 
tioned  dairy  products.  opportunity  to  comment  on,  proposed 

The  National  Dairy  Office  and  the  Pood  actions  or  decisions  affecting  ^eir  offices 
and  Drug  Administration  agree  that  this  or  restx)nsibilltle.<i 
Memorandrun  of  Understandmg  shall  be-  i  ^  ^ 

come  effective  on  the  date  It  Is  signed  by  Division  of  HetUtfl  Rcscorcn  and  PfO- 
the  Pood  and  Drug  Administration.  It  shall  tection  Operations  (1N1303).  This  Di- 
remaln  in  effect,  and  govern  aU  dry  mlUc  visiem,  with  respect  to  the  areas  of  healtli 
products  exported  to  the  United  States  of  research  and  protection;  Assures  ade- 
America  pending  revision  or  revocation  at  quate  analysis  of  new  laws  and  the  de- 

Sis  Whwert'  S^encies  have  exe-  velopment  gT  ^ans  to  implement  th^ 
cuted  this  Memm-andum  of  Understandlns.  new  laws.  ProjddM  guidance  in  tople- 

menting  new  health  research  and  pro¬ 
tection  programs  and  Initiatives,  and 
monitors  the  results.  Provides  asslsttmce 
in  the  development  and  implementation 
of  new  or  revised  regulations.  Directs  an 
integrated  Operational  Planning  System 
for  health  research  and  protection  pro- 
Effective  date.  This  Memorandum  of  standards  of  health  care.  Serves  as  the  grams,  including  recommending  objec- 
nderstanding  became  effective  on  national  and  DHEW  focal  point  for  in-  tives  for  tracking  by  the  Office  of  the 
ovember  6, 1974.  teragency  communications  on  all  issues  Secretary  and  the  Office  of  the  Assistant 

retort*  rwAmhAv  9  1074  related  to  PSRO  program;.,  quality  as-  Secretary  for  Health.  Administers  the 

i./atoa.  uece  ue  ,  siurance  and  standards  of  care.  Provides  Program  Review  System,  including  the 

Sam  D.  Fine.  staff  support  to  the  National  Professional  scheduling  of  presentations  and  reviews 

Associate  Commissioner  Standard  Review  Coimcil,  Health  In-  of  major  program  objectives  and  activl- 
f  or  Compliance.  surance  Benefits  Advisory  Council.  In-  ties.  Coordinates  health  research  and 
[PR  Doc.74-28499  FUed  12-5-74:8:45  am]  teragency  PSRO  Coordination  Commit-  protection  program  activities  among  the 

tee,  and  other  appropriate  committees.  PHS  Agencies.  Reviews  and  coordinates 
Coordinates  the  actMties  of  the  Office  the  clearance  of  congressional  reports. 
Office  of  the  Secretary  of  Professional  Standards  Review,  the  Division  of  Health  Services  and  Pre- 

FFICE  OF  THE  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  0®ce  of  Nursing  Home  Affairs,  and  the  ventUm  Operations  (1N1305).  This  Di- 
FOR  HEALTH  Office  of  Population  Affairs  as  they  affect  vision,  with  respect  to  the  areas  of  health 

tatement  of  Organization.  Functions,  and  Sthc^'^“'‘'®  standards  of  sendees  and  prevention:  Assm^  ade- 

Deleeations  of  Authoritv  neaiin  care.  quate  analysis  of  new  laws  and  the  de- 

Add  the  Office  of  Program  Implemen-  velopment  of  plans  to  implement  these 
Part  11  in  the  Statement  of  Organlza-  tation  to  read  as  follows:  laws.  Provides  guidance  in  implementing 

Ion,  Functions,  and  Delegations  of  Au-  Office  of  Program  Implementation  new  h^lth  services  and  prevention  pro- 
hority  of  the  Department  of  Health,  Ed-  (1N13).  The  Director  of  the  Office  of  grams  and  initiatives,  and  monitors  the 
ication,  and  Welfare,  Chapter  11,  en-  Program  Implementation  monitors  im-  results.  Provides  assistance  in  the  devel- 
itled  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  plementation  activities  of  interest  to  the  opment  and  implementation  of  new  or 
lealth  (38  PR  18571—74,  as  amended) ,  is  Assistant  Secretary  for  Healtli  in  coordi-  revised  regulations.  Directs  an  inte- 
tmended  in  Section  11-B  Organization  nation  with  the  Office  of  Administrative  grated  Operational  Planning  System  for 
ind  Functi<^  as  toUo^:  .  Management  and  the  Office  of  Policy  health  services  and  prevention  programs, 

Transfer  Executive  Secretariat  (IN02),  Development  and  Planning.  Reviews  and  including  recommending  objectives  for 
39  PR  6760)  as  amended  in  its  entirety  analyzes  memoranda  and  other  docu-  tracking  by  the  Office  of  the  Secretary 
rom  its  position  as  a  PHS  Staff  Office  to  ments  directed  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  and  the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
he  new  Office  of  Program  Implements-  for  Health  for  adequacy  of  coordination  lor  Health.  Administers  the  Program 
ion  (IN13).  and  clearances,  clearness  and  concise-  Review  System,  including  the  scheduling 

Amend  Office  of  Health  Legislation  ness  of  presentation,  and  other  elements  of  presentations  and  reviews  of  major 
[IN09)  (39  FR  8651)  by  striking  the  of  completed  staff  work.  Provides  corre-  program  objectives  and  activities.  Co- 
i7ords  “and  reviews”  in  item  (6).  spondence  control  for  the  OASH,  includ-  ordinates  health  services  and  prevention 

Add  the  Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant  ing  document  assignments  and  status  of  program  activities  among  the  PHS  Agen- 
Secretary  for  Quality  Assurance  to  read  pending  correspondence.  Provides  a  focal  cies.  Review  and  coordinates  the  clear- 
is  follows:  point  for  the  public  on  patent  appeals,  ance  of  congressional  r^orts.  Serves  as 

Office  of  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secre-  freedom  of  information,  fair  information  the  focal  point  for  the  PHS  on  matters 
tary  for  Quality  Assurar^e  UNIZ).  practi^  veterans  affairs,  and  environ-  pertaining  to  veterans  affairs  and  fair 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Quality  mental  health  matters,  mcluding  the  co-  nmAtiAAo 

Assurance  is  responsible  for  the  DHEW  ordination  clearance,  and  review  of  ac-  miormauon  p^uc^. 

3verall  national  effort  regarding  quality  tions  requiring  assessment  under  the  Executive  secretariat  (iNisOYf,  as 
Bussurance  and  health  care  standards.  In  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  listed  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  PR 
coordination  with  SSA  and  SRS,  is  the  1969  (Pub.  L.  91-190) .  Coordinates  com-  6760) . 

Department’s  official  responsible  for  the  mlttee  management  activities  for  the  Delete  all  reference  to  Policy  Monitor- 
development  of  all  policies  and  proce-  Public  Health  Service.  Manages  the  Fed-  ing  Branch  (1N0203)  and  Correspond- 
dures  related  to  quality  assurance  and  eral  regulations  process  for  the  PHS,  in-  ence  Operations  Branch  (1N0205). 


4.  We  agree  to  include  In  the  certificate 
tor  each  lot  exp<Htod  to  the  United  States  of 
America  the  foUowing  information: 

a.  Lot  identification. 

b.  Number  and  size  of  containers  in  the 
lot. 

c.  Analytical  results  for  Salmonella  and 
phosphatase  activity. 

d.  Date. 

e.  Name  and  stamp  or  seal  of  authorizing 
official. 

5.  We  agree  to  fumUh  to  the  Pood  and 
Drug  Administration  a  copy  oi  the  regula¬ 
tions  and  procedures  we  use  to  assure  that 
dry  milk  products  are  sanitary. 

6.  We  agree  to  furnish  to  the  Pood  and 
Drug  Administration  a  f\ill  de8cr4>tion  of 
the  manufacturing  processes  and  quality 
controls  used  to  assure  the  production  of 
sanitary  dry  milk  products. 

rOOD  AMD  DBUO  ADICINISTRATION 

1.  The  Pood  and  Drug  Administration  is 
responsible  for  the  safety  and  quality  of  dry 
milk  products  Imported  into  this  country  for 
human  consmnption. 

2.  We  will  sample  products  certificated 
under  this  program  to  assure  that  the  ex- 


FoB  THB  Pood  and  Dbug  Adminisibation 
AM.  Schmidt.  MD. 

Title:  Commissioner  of  Pood  and  Drugs. 
Country:  The  United  States  of  America. 
Date:  November  6, 1974. 


Fob  the  Nationai.  Dast  Office 
J.  Ronchainc 

Title:  Agricultural  Attach^, 

Country:  Belgium. 

Date:  November  6, 1974. 
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Am^d  the  Office  of  Administrative 
Manageinent  (38  FB  33785)  by  remov¬ 
ing  the  operatimuJ  planning  function  as 
follows: 

From  the  statement  Office  of  Adminis¬ 
trative  Management  (INI 9),  strike  the 
words  “operational  planning**  in  the  sec¬ 
ond  paragraph; 

From  the  statement  Office  of  Resource 
Management  (111909),  slaike  the  words 
**<Urects  an  integrated  operational  plan¬ 
ning  process  for  Public  Health  Service 
activities;”  beginning  in  the  14th  line 
of  text;  and 

Delete  Division  of  Operational  Plan¬ 
ning  (1119093)  in  its  entirety. 

Amend  the  Office  of  Policy  Develop¬ 
ment  and  Planning  in  its  entirety  by 
substituting  the  following  statement: 

Office  of  Policy  Development  and  Plan¬ 
ning  (iN33) .  The  Director  of  the  Office 
of  Policy  Development  and  Planning 
serves  as  the  principal  advisor  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  concern¬ 
ing  the  development  of  a  national  health 
ptrflcy  and  strategy ;  represents  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Health  Service  in  all  health  poltey  de¬ 
velopment  within  the  Department;  di¬ 
rects  or  condiRts  PHS  health  policy  de¬ 
velopment,  including  selective  research 
and  evaluation  projects;  directs  PHS 
participation  in  the  Department’s  an¬ 
nual  five-year  plan,  including  policy  de- 
veloiMnent,  research,  evaluation,  legisla¬ 
tive  and  statistical  plans;  is  the  Depart¬ 
mental  focal  point  for  the  development 
and  coordination  of  health  data  and 
statistical  policy;  analyzes  the  effect  and 
relevancy  of  current  policies  on  health 
programs,  recommending  new  ap¬ 
proaches  and  initiatives;  analyzes  de¬ 
velopments  beyond  the  PHS  which  may 
lmp8M;t  on  health  policies;  directs  PHS 
policy  analysis,  program  planning,  and 
program  evaluation;  guides  the  efforts  of 
the  PHS  Agencies  in  planning,  evalua¬ 
tion,  and  policy  analysis  across  the  spec¬ 
trum  of  health  care  delivery  systems, 
health  protection,  and  health  research; 
prepares  position  papers  for  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Health  on  national  health 
insurance  proposals  and  other  financing 
policies,  conducting  special  studies  when 
necessary;  cooperates  with  the  health 
related  activities  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  Planning  and  Evaluation;  de¬ 
velops  policy  and  provides  liaison  with 
all  components  of  the  PHS  and  other 
health  related  organizations  to  assure 
health  data  standardization  coordina¬ 
tion,  and  compatibility;  and  serves  as 
staff  to  the  ASH  Policy  Board  (comprised 
of  the  heads  of  the  PHS  Agencies  and 
Offices). 

Division  of  Data  Policy  Coordination 
(1N3302).  liie  Director  of  the  Division 
of  Data  Policy  Coordination  develops 
and  Implements  health  data  policy  aimed 
at  achieving  both  compatibility  and  util- 
'  ity  of  health  statistics;  stimulates  and 
coordinates  the  development  and  use  of 
standardized  health  data  elements;  pro¬ 
vides  liaison  services  to  all  health  orga¬ 
nizations  to  effect  standardized  data  ele¬ 
ments  and  formats  for  reporting;  directs 
Public  Health  Service  participation  In 
the  development  of  the  Department's  an¬ 


nual  statistical  plan,  with  partlenlar 
concern  for  the  appropriateness  and  ade¬ 
quacy  of  proposed  he^th  data  collection 
activities  in  light  of  the  above  stated 
goals  of  coordination,  uniformity,  and 
compatibility;  serves  as  the  PHS  focal 
point  for  the  Office  of  Uie  Secretary  for 
the  clearance  and  inventondng  of  public- 
use  reports;  provides  staff  support  to  the 
PHS  Health  Data  Policy  Committee  on 
the  identification  of  intermediate  and 
long-range  health  data  needs  and  in  the 
development  and  modification  of  data 
policy  objectives;  and  maintains  con¬ 
tinuing  and  close  coordination  with  the 
National  Center  for  Health  Statistics  and 
other  focal  points  for  health  data 
activity. 

Division  of  Health  Care  Systems 
(1N3304).  The  Director  of  the  Division 
of  Health  Care  Systems,  with  respect  to 
the  health  care  system  activities  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  which  includes 
health  services,  resources,  planning,  reg¬ 
ulations  and  financing:  evaluates  health 
programs  and  policies;  conducts  special 
evaluations  of  programs  which  impact  on 
national  health  policies;  provides  gen¬ 
eral  guidance  and  assbdance,  and  re¬ 
views  general  plans  and  strategies  for 
consistency  with  overall  policy ;  provides 
systematic,  continuing  analysis  of  cur¬ 
rent  expenditures,  facilities,  manpower, 
institutions  and  other  critical  resources 
to  assist  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  in  planning  health  policy  within 
the  contert  of  national  needs  and  re¬ 
source  capabilities;  provides  analyses  of 
current  and  prospiective  developments 
and  findings  from  research  which  may 
impact  on  health  policy  and  legislation; 
coordinates  relevant  agency  planning  ac¬ 
tivities;  serves  aus  a  focal  point  for  ana- 
l3rzing  major  issues  in  the  area  of  the 
financing  of  health  services,  including 
cost  benefit  anals^es  of  health  policy 
alternatives,  and  prepares  position  pa¬ 
pers  on  these  matters  for  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Health;  develops,  analyzes, 
and  coordinates  alternative  strategies  for 
financing  health  care  and  resource  devel¬ 
opment,  including  the  increased  and 
effective  use  of  vu'ious  forms  of  health 
insurance,  revenue  sharing,  and  other 
third-party  payment  systems;  cooperates 
with  Division  of  Health  Research  in  co¬ 
ordinating  Interagency  research  activ¬ 
ities  in  health  financing;  and  develops 
policy  proposals  for  consideration  by  the 
Health  Insurance  Benefits  Advisory 
Council. 

Division  of  Health  Protection 
(1N3306).  The  Director  of  the  Division 
(rf  Health  Protection  with  respect  to  the 
health  protection  activities  of  the  Public 
Health  Service:  evaluates  health  pro¬ 
grams  and  policies;  conducts  special 
evaluations  of  programs  which  impact  on 
national  health  policies;  provides  gen¬ 
eral  guidance  and  assistance,  and  reviews 
general  plans  and  strategies  for  consist¬ 
ency  with  overall  policy;  provides  sys- 
tencAtic,  continuing  an^ysis  of  current 
expenditmes,  manpower,  and  other  crit¬ 
ical  resources  to  assist  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Health  In  planning  health 
pcfiiey  within  the  context  of  national 


needs  and  resource  capabilities;  provides 
analyses  of  current  and  prospective  de¬ 
velopments  and  findings  from  research 
which  may  impact  on  health  policy  and 
legislation;  and  coordinates  relevant 
agency  planning  activities. 

Division  of  Health  Research  (1N3307) . 
The  Director  of  the  Division  of  Health 
Research  with  respect  to  the  biomedical, 
behavorial  and  health  services  research 
activities  of  the  Public  Health  Service: 
coordinates  the  development  of  PHS 
agency  research  plans  to  assure  that 
there  is  no  unnecessary  duplication  or 
omission  of  research  in  critical  areas; 
evaluates  health  policies  and  programs; 
conducts  special  evaluations  of  progams 
which  impact  on  national  health  policies; 
provides  general  gtiidance  and  assist¬ 
ance,  and  reviews  general  plans  and  stra¬ 
tegies  for  consistency  with  overall  pol¬ 
icy;  provides  S3^tematic.  continuing 
analysis  of  current  expenditures,  facil¬ 
ities.  manpower,  institutions  and  other 
critical  resources  to  assist  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Health  in  planning  health 
policy  within  the  context  of  national 
needs  and  resources  capabilities;  pro¬ 
vides  analyses  of  current  and  prospective 
developments  and  findings  from  re¬ 
search  which  may  impact  on  health  pol¬ 
icy  and  legislation;  coordinates  relevant 
agency  planning  activities;  and  main¬ 
tains  liaison  with  Bureau  of  Health 
Services  Research  of  Health  Resources 
Administration  to  assure  research  plan¬ 
ning  activities  of  both  offices  are 
coordinated. 

Delete  Office  of  Program  Operations 
(1N35')  in  its  entirety. 

Amend  the  Office'  of  Regional  Opera¬ 
tions  in  its  entirety  by  substituting  the 
following  statement: 

Office  of  Regional  Operations  (1N37). 
The  Director  of  the  Office  of  Regional 
<^)erations  serves  as  the  principal  staff 
advisor  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  on  matters  pertaining  to  the  op¬ 
eration  of  Public  Health  Service  Regional 
Offices. 

Participates  in  the  development  of,  and 
is  responsible  for,  interpreting  and  ensur¬ 
ing  implementation  of  health  programs, 
policies  and  operational  guidelines  to  the 
PHS  Regional  Offices. 

Provides  an  overview  of  the  interre¬ 
lated  activities  of  the  PHS  Agencies  con¬ 
ducted  at  the  regional  level  and  assures 
avoidance  of  program  duplication  and 
overlap. 

Resolves  policy  problems  and  priori¬ 
ties  among  PHS  Regional  Offices  and  be¬ 
tween  PHS  Regional  Offices,  headquar¬ 
ters  agencies.  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Health  Staff,  and  the  Office  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary. 

Reviews  and  approves  operating  plans 
to  assure  compliance  with  national  plans 
and  strategy  and  participates  in  the  re¬ 
view  of  budget  and  staffing  requirements 
of  the  PHS  Regional  OiBces. 

Evaluates  the  overall  management  per¬ 
formance  and  resources  capabilities  and 
requirements  of  the  PHS  Regional  Of¬ 
fices. 

Initiates  actions,  tax  cooperation  with 
the  Staff  Offices  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  for  HRdth  and  the  PHS  ^encles. 


PCDitAL  REOtSm,  VOL  39,  NO.  236— RtOAY,  DECEMBER  6,  1974 


42706 


NOTICES 


to  develop  training  activities  and  care^ 
develc^ment  programs  for  PHS  resdonal 
personneL 

EstaMlshes  and  Implonents  a  PHS 
Regional  Office  reporting  and  manage¬ 
ment  information  system. 

Woiics  ^th  the  Staff  Offices  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  and  the 
PHS  Agencies  to  ensure  PHS  regional  in¬ 
put  and  participation  into  the  develop¬ 
ment  and  implementation  of  national 
policy,  plans,  and  programs. 

Provides  leadership  and  serves  as  the 
focal  point  for  managing  health-wide 
decentralization  activities. 

Office  of  Regional  Program  Coordina¬ 
tion  (.1N3703).  Serves  as  the  focal  point 
within  ttie  Office  of  Regional  Operations 
for  review  and  coordination  of  legislative 
proposals,  policy  statements,  and  pro¬ 
gram  issuances  which  will  affect  regional 
programs,  assuring  consistency  wiUx  na¬ 
tional  priorities  and  regional  needs  and 
capabilities. 

Co(H>erates  with  the  PHS  Agency  pro¬ 
gram  officials  in  the  development  of  leg¬ 
islation;  program  guidelines,  priorities. 
Information  and  staff  training;  project 
criteria;  and  project  technical  assist¬ 
ance  activities;  and  the  interpretation  of 
the  above  to  the  PHS  Regional  Offices. 

Assembles  and  directs  ad  hoc  task 
forces  to  develop  recommended  policy 
statements  for  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health  relating  to  PHS  Regional  Of¬ 
fice  Implementati<m  for  new  and  emerg¬ 
ing  program  efforts,  especially  those  in¬ 
volving  several  health  agencies. 

Identifies  need  for  new  or  revised  policy 
statements  and  recommends  appropriate 
action  based  on  knowledge  of  regional 
operations. 

Works  with  Staff  Offices  in  the  Office 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Health  and 
the  PHS  Agencies  to  ensure  continual 
PHS  Regional  Office  review  input  and 
participation  in  policy  and  program 
development  to  ensure  avoidance  of  pro¬ 
gram  duplication  and  overlap. 

Participates  in  the  monitoring  and 
evaluation  of  PHS  Regional  Office  per¬ 
formance. 

Coordinates  and  facilitates  the  fiow  of 
correspondence  and  the  establishment  of 
meetings  and  conferences,  between  PHS 
Regional  Offices  and  Central  Offices. 

Office  of  Regional  Program  Support 
(1N370S).  Coordinates  the  development 
and  implonentatlon  of  planning  systems 
for  PHS  Regional  Offices. 

Reviews  and  recommends  approval  of 
PHS  Regional  Office  work  plans  in  light 
of  national  health  plans  and  strategies 
determined  by  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Health  and  the  PHS  Agencies,  and 
participates  in  the  review  of  budget  and 
staffing  requirements  of  tiie  PHS  Re¬ 
gional  Offices. 

Provides  internal  office  management 
direction  and  administrative  services 
support  within  ORO. 

Evaluates  the  management  effective¬ 
ness  of  the  PHS  Regional  Offices  and 
provides  advice  and  assistance  in  resolv¬ 
ing  management  nrc^lems. 

lifonltors  PHS  Regional  Office  per¬ 
formance  In  meeting  established  goals. 


recommends  corrective  action  as  needed, 
and  assists  in  the  implementation  of  rec¬ 
ommended  action. 

Identifies  and  initiates,  in  cooperation 
with  Staff  Offices  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  tor  Health  and  the  PHS  Agencies, 
actions  to  meet  training  and  career  de¬ 
velopment  needs  of  PHS  regional  per¬ 
sonnel. 

Thoicas  S.  McFee, 
Acting  Assistant  Secretary 

for  Administration  and  Management. 

Novembeh  29, 1974. 

[FR  Doc.74-28546  FUed  12-5-74:8:45  am] 


OFFICE  FOR  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

Statement  of  Organization,  Functions  and 
Deiegations  of  Authority 

The  Statement  of  Organization,  Func¬ 
tions,  and  Delegations  of  Authority  of 
the  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare  has  been  hereby  amended 
to  include  reference  to  section  504  of  the 
Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973  in  the  State¬ 
ment  of  the  Office  for  Civil  Rights  (39  FR 
34088)  9/23/74,  as  follows: 

Section  ID.OO,  the  Mission  is  amended 
to  include  section  504  of  the  Rehabilita¬ 
tion  Act  of  1973. 

The  revised  section  reads  as  follows: 
Section  ID.OO — ^The  Office  for  Civil 
Rights  administers  the  Department’s  re¬ 
sponsibilities  under  Title  VI  of  the  Civil 
Rights  Act  1964  (42  U.S.C.  2000(d)  et 
seq.) ,  Parts  n  and  in  of  Executive  Order 
11246,  es  amended,  sections  799A  and 
845  of  the  Comprehensive  Health  Man¬ 
power  and  Nurse  Training  Acts  of  1971, 
Titles  vn  and  IX  of  the  Education 
Amendments  of  1972,  and  section  504  of 
the  Rehabilitation  Act  of  1973. 

Dated:  December  2, 1974. 

John  Ottina, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration  and  Management. 
[FB  Doc.74-28547  FUed  12-6-74,8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Federal  Disaster  Assistance 
Administration 

1FDAA-456-DB;  Docket  No.  NFD-2401 

PUERTO  RICO 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  and  Related 
Drterminations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  by  the  President  under  Execu¬ 
tive  Order  11795  of  July  11,  1974,  and 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  Delegation  of  Authority, 
Docket  No.  D-74-285;  and  by  virtue  of 
the  Act  of  May  22,  1974,  entitled  “Dis¬ 
aster  ReUef  Act  of  1974”  (88  Stat.  143) ; 
notice  Is  hereby  given  that  on  Novem¬ 
ber  30,  the  President  declared  a  major 
disaster  as  follows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  damage  In  cer¬ 
tain  areas  (rf  the  Commonwealth  of  Puerto 


Rico  resulting  from  severe  storms,  landslides, 
and  flooding  beginning  about  October  23, 
1974,  Is  of  sufficient  severity  and  magnitude 
to  warrant  a  major  disaster  declaration  under 
Public  Law  93-288.  I  therefore  declare  that 
such  a  major  disaster  exists  In  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant  to 
the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Uiban  Development  under 
Executive  Order  11795,  and  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Secretary  under  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Delegation  of  Authority,  Docket  No.  D- 
74-285, 1  hereby  appoint  Mr,  Thomas  R. 
Casey,  HUD  Region  n,  to  act  as  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Coordinating  Officer  for  this  de¬ 
clared  major  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  of  the  Commonwealtii  of  Puerto 
Rico  to  have  been  adversely  affected  by 
this  declared  major  disaster: 


The  Mimlcipalities  of: 


Agnas  Buenae 

Juana  Diaz 

Aibonlto 

Las  Piedraa 

Areclbo 

LuqulUo 

Arroya 

Manatl 

Barceloneta 

Maimabo 

Barranqultas 

Mmx>vls 

Caguas 

Naguabo 

Canovanas 

Naranjtto 

Cayey 

Orooovls 

Ceiba 

PatlUas 

Clales 

Ponce 

Cldra 

Rio  Orande 

Coamo 

Salinas 

Comerto 

San  Lorenzo 

Corozal 

ToaAlta 

Fajardo 

Toa  Baja 

Florida 

Utuado 

Ouayama 

Vega  Alta 

Ovu^bo 

Vega  Baja 

Hiimacao 

Tabucoa 

Jayuyo 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  No. 
14.701,  Disaster  Assistance) 

Dated:  December  2, 1974. 

Thomas  P,  Dunnk, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administration 

[FR  Doc.74-28566  FUed  12-5-74;8:46  am] 

[FDAA-454-DR,  Docket  No.  NFO-241] 

TEXAS 

Notice  of  Major  Disaster  and  Related 
Determinations 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  by  the  President  under  Executive 
Order  11795  of  July  11,  1974,  and  dele¬ 
gated  to  me  by  the  Secretary  under  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  Delegation  of  Authority,  Docket 
No.  D-74-285;  and  by  virtue  of  the  Act 
of  May  22,  1974,  entitled  “Disaster  Re¬ 
Uef  Act  of  1974“  (88  Stat.  143) ;  notice 
is  hereby  given  that  on  November  30, 
the  President  declared  a  major  disaster 
asfoUows: 

I  have  determined  that  the  damage  in 
certain  areas  of  the  State  of  Texas  resulting 
from  severe  storms  and  flooding  beginning 
about  September  12,  1974,  Is  of  sufficient 
seventy  and  magnitude  to  warrant  a  major 
disaster  declaration  imdw  Public  Law  93- 
288.  1  therefore  declare  that  such  a  major 
disaster  exists  In  the  State  of  Texas. 


FEOEtAL  lEGISTEI,  VOL  39,  NO.  236— FItlOAY,  DKEMBEE  6.  1974 


NOTICES 


42707 


Notice  is  hereby  given  that  p\irsuant 
to  the  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development  un¬ 
der  Executive  Order  11795,  and  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Secretary  under  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  Delegation  of  Authority,  Docket 
No.  D-74-285, 1  hereby  appoint  Mr.  Joe 
D.  Winkle,  HUD  Region  VI,  to  act  as  the 
Federal  Coordinating  Officer  for  this  de¬ 
clared  major  disaster. 

I  do  hereby  determine  the  following 
areas  of  the  State  of  Texas  to  have  been 
adversely  affected  by  this  declared  major 
disaster: 

The  Counties  of : 

Anderson  Hopkins 

Bell  McLennan 

Cooke  Parker 

Denton  WUliamson 

El  Paso 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Dcnnestlc  Assistance  No. 
M.701,  Disaster  Assistance.) 

Dated:  December  2, 1974. 

Thomas  P.  Dunne, 
Administrator,  Federal  Disaster 
Assistance  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.74-a8e67  FUed  12-5-74:8:45  aaal 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 

MICROWAVE  LANDING  SYSTEM  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Microwave  Landing  System  (MLS)  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  will  hold  a  meeting  on 
Saturday,  December  21,  1974,  beginning 
at  8:30  a.m.  in  Conference  Room  3201, 
Trans  Point  Building,  2100  2nd  Street, 
SW,  Washington,  D.C. 

The  meeting  will  be  a  third  progress 
report  on  the  Ml£  Technique  Selection 
Process. 

Anyone  desiring  further  information 
on  the  meeting  should  contact  Mr.  Jules 
L  Kanter,  ARD-710,  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  2100  2nd  Street,  SW, 
Wtishington.  D.C.  20591,  Telephone,  202- 
428-3406.  The  meeting  will  be  open  to 
the  public. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Novem¬ 
ber  26,  1974. 

Jules  I.  Kanter, 
Executive  Director,  Microwave 
Landing  System  Advisory  Committee. 
IFB  Doc.74-28484  FUed  12-5-74; 8 :45  am] 

ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  60-624,  50-525,  60-526,  60-527] 

ALABAMA  POWER  CO. 

Hearing  on  Application  for  Construction 
Permits 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
regulations  in  Title  10,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  Part  50,  “Licensing  of 
Production  and  Utilization  Facilitiea,’* 
Part  61,  “Licensing  and  Regulatory  Policy 


and  Procedures  for  Environmental  Pro- 
tecticm,”  and  Part  2,  “Rules  of  Practice,” 
notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  hearing  will 
be  held  by  an  Atomic  Safety  and  licens¬ 
ing  Board  (Board),  to  ccmslder  the  ap¬ 
plication  filed  under  the  Act  by  the  Ala¬ 
bama  Power  Company  (the  applicant), 
for  ccmstruction  permits  for  four  boiling 
water  nuclear  reactors  designated  as  the 
Alan  R.  Barton  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1, 

2,  3,  and  4  (the  facilities) ,  each  of  which 
will  be  deigned  for  operation  at  3579 
thermal  m^awatts  with  a  net  electrical 
output  of  approximately  1159  megawatts. 
The  proposed  facilities  are  to  be  located 
approximately  15  miles  southeast  of 
Clanton,  along  the  west  side  of  the  Coosa 
River,  in  Chilton  and  Elmore  Counties, 
Alabama. 

The  hearing,  which  will  be  scheduled 
to  begin  in  the  vicinity  of  the  site  of  the 
proposed  facilities,  will  be  conducted  by 
an  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing  Board 
(Board),  which  has  been  designated  by 
the  Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  Panel,  consisting  of  Dr. 
Marvin  M.  Mann,  Dr.  Ernest  O.  Salo 
and  Daniel  M.  Head.  Esq.,  Chairman. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  i  2.785,  an  Atomic 
Safety  and  licensing  Appeal  Board  will 
exercise  the  authority  and  the  review 
fimction  which  would  otherwise  be  exer¬ 
cised  and  performed  by  the  Commission. 
Notice  as  to  the  membership  of  the  Ap¬ 
peal  Board  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  at  a  later  date. 

Upon  completion  by  the  Commission’s 
regulatory  staff  of  a  favorable  safety 
evaluation  of  the  application  and  an  en¬ 
vironmental  review  and  upon  receipt  of  a 
report  by  the  Advisory  Committee  on  Re¬ 
actor  Safeguards,  the  Director  of  Regu¬ 
lation  will  consider  making  affirmative 
findings  on  Items  1-3,  and  a  negative 
finding  on  Item  4  and  an  affirmative 
finding  on  Item  5  specified  below  as  a 
basis  for  the  Issuance  of  construction 
permits  to  the  applicant: 

Issues  Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  Amended 

1.  Whether  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  10  CFR  §  50.35(a) :  (a)  The 
applicant  has  described  the  proposed  de¬ 
sign  of  the  facilities  including,  but  not 
limited  to,  the  principal  architectural 
and  engineering  criteria  for  the  design, 
and  has  Identified  the  major  features  or 
components  incorporated  therein  for  the 
protection  of  the  health  and  safety  of 
the  public; 

(b)  Such  further  technical  or  design 
information  as  may  be  required  to  com¬ 
plete  the  safety  analysis  and  which  can 
reasonably  be  left  for  later  considera¬ 
tion,  will  be  supplied  in  the  final  safety 
analysis  report; 

(c)  Safety  features  or  components,  if 
any,  which  require  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  have  been  described  by  the  ap¬ 
plicant  and  the  applicant  has  identified, 
and  there  will  be  conducted  a  research 
smd  development  program  reasonably 
designed  to  resolve  any  safety  questions 
associated  with  such  features  or  com¬ 
ponents;  and 


(d)  On  the  basis  of  the  foregoing, 
there  is  reasonable  asstirance  that  (1) 
such  safety  questions  will  be  satisfac¬ 
torily  resolved  at  or  before  the  latest  date 
stated  in  the  application  for  completion  ; 
cd  construction  of  the  proposed  facilities, 
and  (ii)  taking  into  consideration  the 
site  criteria  contained  in  10  CFR  Part 
100,  the  proposed  facilities  can  be  con¬ 
structed  and  operated  at  the  proposed 
location  without  undue  risk  to  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public. 

2.  Whether  the  applicant  is  techni¬ 
cally  qualified  to  design  and  ccmstruct 
the  proposed  facilities; 

3.  Whether  the  applicant  is  financially 
qualified  to  design  and  construct  the  pro¬ 
posed  facilities;  and 

4.  Whether  the  issuance  of  permits  for 
construction  of  the  facilities  will  be 
inimical  to  the  common  defense  and 
security  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of 
the  public. 

Issue  Pursuant  to  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  br  1969  (NEPA) 

5.  Whether,  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  10  (?PR  Part  61,  the 
construction  permits  should  be  Issued  as 
proposed. 

In  the  event  that  this  proceeding  is  not 
a  contested  proceeding,  as  defined  by  10 
CFR  8  2.4(n),  the  Board  will  determine: 

(1)  Without  conducting  a  de  novo 
evaluation  of  the  application,  whether 
the  application  and  the  record  of  the 
proceeding  contain  sufficient  informa¬ 
tion,  the  review  of  the  application  by  the 
Commission’s  Regulatory  staff  has  been 
adequate  to  support  the  proposed  findings 
to  be  made  by  the  Director  of  Regula¬ 
tion  on  Items  1-4  above,  and  to  support, 
insofar  as  the  Commission’s  licensing  re¬ 
quirements  under  the  Act  are  concerned, 
^e  issuance  of  the  construction  permits 
proposed  by  the  Director  of  Regulation; 
and  (2)  whether  the  NEPA  review  con¬ 
ducted  by  the  Commission’s  regulatory 
staff  has  been  adequate. 

In  the  event  that  the  proceeding  be¬ 
comes  a  contested  proceeding,  toe  Board 
will  consider  and  initially  decide,  as  is¬ 
sues  in  this  proceeding.  Items  1-5  above 
as  a  basis  for  determining  whether  toe 
construction  permits  should  be  issued  to 
toe  applicant. 

With  respect  to  toe  CcHnmission’s  re¬ 
sponsibilities  under  NEPA,  and  regardless 
of  whether  toe  proceeding  is  contested  or 
uncontested,  the  Board  will,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  8  51.52(c)  of  10  CFR  Part  51: 
(1)  determine  whether  toe  requirements 
of  section  102(2)  (A),  (C)  and  (D)  of 
NEPA  and  10  CTR  Fart  51  have  been 
complied  with  in  this  proceeding;  (2) 
independently  consider  toe  final  balance 
among  conflicting  factors  contained  in 
toe  record  of  toe  proceeding  for  the  per¬ 
mits  with  a  view  to  determinlhg  the 
appropriate  action  to  be  taken;  and  (3) 
determine,  after  weighing  the  environ¬ 
mental,  econmnic,  technical  and  other 
benefits  against  environmental  and  other 
costs,  and  cmisldering  available  alterna¬ 
tives,  whether  the  construction  permits 
should  be  Issued,  denied,  or  appropriately 
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conditioned  to  protect  enylronmental 
values. 

The  Board  will  convene  a  special  pre- 
hearing  conference  of  the  parties  to  the 
proceeding  and  persons  vdio  have  filed 
petitions  for  leave  to  intervene,  or  their 
counsel,  to  be  held  within  sixty  (60)  days 
after  the  notice  of  hearing  is  published 
or  at  such  other  time  as  the  Board  deems 
{appropriate,  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  the  matters  specified  in  10  CFR 
S  2.751a. 

The  Board  vrtll  convene  a  prehearing 
cbnference  of  the  parties,  or  ^eir  coun¬ 
sel,  to  be  held  subsequent  to  any  required 
special  prehearing  conference,  and  within 
sixty  (60)  days  after  discovery  has  been 
completed  or  at  such  other  time  as  the 
Board  may  specify,  for  the  purpose  of 
dealiixg  with  the  matters  specified  in  10 
CFR  S  2.752. 

The  Bosn-d  will  set  the  time  imd  place 
for  any  special  prehearing  conference, 
prehe{ning  conference  and  evidentiary 
hearing  and  the  respective  notices  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Pursuant  to  10  CFR  §  2.761a,  a  hearing 
and  decision  by  the  Board  on  issues 
pursuant  to  NEPA  and  generetl  site  suit¬ 
ability  {md  certain  other  possible  issues 
may  be  held  {md  issued  prior  to  and 
separate  from  the  he{uing  and  decision 
on  other  issues.  In  the  event  the  Board, 
alter  the  hearing,  makes  favorable  find¬ 
ings  on  such  issues,  the  Director  of  Regu¬ 
lation  may.  pursuant  to  10  CFR  §  50.10 
(e),  mithorize  the  applicant  to  conduct 
cerUiin  on-site  work  entirely  at -its  own 
risk  prior  to  completion  of  the  remainder 
of  the  proceeding. 

Any  person  who  does  not  wish,  or  is 
not  qualified,  to  become  a  party  to  this 
proceeding  may  request  permission  to 
make  a  limited  appearance  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  §  2.715.  A  per¬ 
son  making  a  limited  appearance  may 
make  an  oral  or  written  statement  on  the 
record.  He  does  not  become  a  party,  but 
may  state  his  position  and  raise  questions 
which  he  would  like  to  have  answered  to 
the  extent  that  the  questions  are  within 
the  scope  of  Items  1-5  above.  Limited  ap¬ 
pearances  will  be  permitted  at  the  time 
of  the  hearing  at  the  discretion  of  the 
Boiu-d,  within  such  limits  and  on  such 
conditions  as  may  be  fixed  by  the  Board. 
Persons  desiring  to  make  a  limited  ap¬ 
pearance  are  requested  to  inform  the 
Secretary  of  the  Ccunmission  imd  others 
by  January  6,  1975  in  the  maimer  iq?eci- 
fied  below. 

Any  person  whose  interest  may  be  af¬ 
fected  by  the  proceeding,  who  wishes  to 
parUcip^  as  a  party  in  the  proceeding 
must  a  written  petition  under  oath  or 
{i£Bnnation  for  leave  to  intervene  in  ac- 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  10  CFR 
i  3.714.  A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene 
shall  set  forth  the  interest  of  the  peti¬ 
tioner  in  the  proceeding,  how  that  inter¬ 
est  may  be  affected  by  the  results  of  the 
proceeding,  and  any  other  contentions  of 
the  petitioner  including  the  facts  and 
reasons  why  he  should  be  permitted  to 
intervene,  with  particular  reference  to 
the  following  f{u:tors;  (1)  The  nature  of 
the  petitioner’s  right  under  the  Act  to  be 


made  a  party  to  the  proceeding;  (2)  the 
nature  and  extent  of  the  petitioner’s 
property,  fin{mcial,  or  other  interest  in 
the  proceeding;  and  (3)  the  possible  ef¬ 
fect  of  any  order  which  may  be  entered 
in  the  proceeding  on  the  petitioner’s 
interest.  Any  such  petition  shall  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
identifying  the  specific  aspect  or  aspects 
of  the  subject  matter  of  the  proceeding 
{ks  to  which  the  petitioner  wishes  to 
intervene  and  setting  forth  with  psurticu- 
larity  both  the  facts  pertaining  to  his 
interest  {uid  the  basis  for  his  contentions 
with  regard  to  each  {«pect  on  which  he 
desires  to  intervene.  A  petition  that  sets 
forth  contentions  relatli.g  only  to  mat¬ 
ters  outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Cwn- 
mission  will  be  denied. 

Those  permitted  to  intervene  become 
parties  to  the  proceeding,  subject  to  any 
limitations  in  the  order  granting  leave 
to  intervene,  and  have  all  the  rights  of 
the  applicant  to  participate  fully  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing,  such  as  the 
examination  and  cross-examination  of 
witnesses,  with  respect  to  their  conten¬ 
tions  related  to  the  matters  at  issue  in 
the  proceeding. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  CTom- 
mlssion  and  others  as  specified  below  by 
January  6,  1975.  A  petition  for  leave  to 
intervene  which  is  not  timely  will  not  be 
granted  unless  the  Board  determines  that 
the  petitioner  has  made  a  substantial 
showing  of  good  cause  for  failure  to  file 
on  time  and  after  the  Board  has  con- 
sldered  those  factors  specified  in  10  CFR 
§  2.714(a)  (l)-(4)  and  §  2.714(d) . 

An  answer  to  this  notice,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  §  2.705.  must  be 
filed  by  the  applicant  by  December  26, 
1974. 

Papers  required  to  be  filed  in  this 
proceeding  shall  be  filed  by  mail  or  tele¬ 
gram  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission,  United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20545,  Attention:  Docketing  and  Service 
Section,  or  may  be  filed  by  delivery  to  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
Pending  further  order  of  the  Board, 
parties  are  required  to  file,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  10  CFR  2.708,  an  origi¬ 
nal  and  twenty  (20)  conformed  copies  of 
each  such  paper  with  the  Commission.  A 
copy  of  the  petition  or  request  for  limited 
appearance  should  also  be  sent  to  the 
Chief  Hearing  Counsel,  Office  of  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel,  Regulation,  U.S.  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20S45  and  to  the  applicant’s  attorney, 
Mr.  George  F.  Trowbridge,  Esq.,  Shaw, 
Pittman,  Potts,  ’Trowbridge  &  Madden, 
910  17th  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 
20006. 

For  further  details,  see  the  application 
for  construction  permits  dated  Septem¬ 
ber  2S,  1974,  and  amendments  thereto, 
and  the  applicant's  environmental  report 
dated  November  11,  1974,  which  are 
acvmllabie  for  public  tnspaetion  at  the 
Coounlssion’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washhigton,  D.C., 
between  the  hours  of  8:30  a.m.  and  5 


p.m.  on  weekdays.  Copies  of  those  docu¬ 
ments  are  also  available  at  the  (Canton 
Public  Library,  100  First  Avenue,  Cfian- 
ton,  Alabama  35045,  for  inspection  by 
members  of  the  public  between  the  hours 
(A  8  a.m.  8md  6  p.m.  Mondays  through 
Fridays,  and  9  a.m.  and  12  a.m.  on  Satur¬ 
days.  As  they  become  available,  a  copy 
of  the  safety  evaluation  report  by  the 
Commission’s  Directorate  of  Licensing, 
the  Commission’s  draft  and  final  envl- 
roiunental  statements,  the  report  of  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Eiafe- 
guards  (ACRS),  the  proposed  construc¬ 
tion  permits,  and  transcripts  of  the  pre- 
hearing  conferences  and  of  the  hearing, 
and  other  relevant  documents,  will  also 
be  available  at  the  above  locations.  Copies 
of  the  Directorate  of  Licensing’s  safety 
evaluation  report  and  the  Commission’s 
final  environmental  statement,  the  pro¬ 
posed  construction  permits,  and  the 
ACRS  report  may  be  obtained,  when 
available,  by  request  to  the  Deputy  Di¬ 
rector  for  l^actor  Projects,  Directorate 
of  Licensing,  United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission— Regulation,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20545. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  2nd 
day  of  December  1974. 

United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission, 
James  R.  Lindsay, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary 

of  the  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.74-284a2  Filed  12-6-74:8:45  am] 


[Doekei  Nos.  50-624,  60-525,  50-526,  and 
60-627] 

AIABAMA  POWER  CO. 

Receipt  of  Application  for  Construction 
Permits  and  Facility  Licenses  and  AvaiP- 
ability  of  Applicants  Environmental  Re¬ 
port;  Time  for  Submission  of  Views  on 
Antitrust  Matters 

’The  Alabama  Power  Company  (the  ap¬ 
plicant),  pursuant  to  section  103  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  {»  amended, 
has  filed  an  application,  which  was  dock¬ 
eted  September  27,  1974,  for  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  construct  and  operate  four  gen¬ 
erating  units  utilizing  four  boiling  water 
reactors.  The  application  was  tendered  on 
August  16,  1974.  Following  a  preliminary 
review  for  completeness,  the  application 
(the  preliminary  safety  analysis  report 
and  antitrust  Information)  was  found  to 
be  acceptable  for  docketing.  Docket  Nos. 
50-524,  50-525,  50-526,  and  50-527  have 
been  assigned  to  the  application  and  they 
should  be  referenced  hi  any  correspond¬ 
ence  relating  to  the  {application.  'The  en¬ 
vironmental  report,  which  was  also  ten¬ 
dered  on  August  16,  1974  and  supple¬ 
mented  on  October  14, 1974,  was  accepted 
for  a  detailed  review  on  November  15, 
1974. 

The  proposed  nuclear  facilities,  desig- 
luUed  by  the  applicant  as  the  Alan  R. 
Barton  Nuclear  Plant,  Units  1.  2>  3.  {md 
4  are  to  be  located  in  CSdlton  and  Elmore 
Counties.  Alabama,  approximately  15 
miles  southeast  of  Clanton,  along  the 
west  side  of  the  Coosa  River.  E{U)h  imlt  is 
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designed  for  initial  operation  at  approxi¬ 
mately  3579  megawatts  (thermal) ,  with  a 
net  electrical  output  of  approximately 
1159  megawatts. 

A  Notice  of  Hearing  with  opportunity 
for  public  participation  is  being  pub¬ 
lished  separately. 

Any  person  who  wishes  to  have  his 
views  on  tiie  antitrust  matters  of  the 
application  presented  to  the  Attorney 
General  for  consideration  should  submit 
such  views  to  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20545, 
Attention:  Chief,  OfBce  of  Antitrust  and 
Indemnity,  Directorate  of  Licensing,  on 
or  before  January  28,  1975.  The  request 
should  be  filed  in  connection  with  Dock¬ 
et  Nos.  50-524^A,  50-525-A,  50-526-A, 
and  50-527-A. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20545,  and  at  the 
Clanton  Public  library,  100  First  Avenue, 
Clanton,  Alabama  35045. 

The  applicant  has  also  filed,  pursuant 
to  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969  and  the  regulations  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  10  CPR  Part  51,  an  environ¬ 
mental  report  dated  November  11,  1974. 
The  report,  which  discusses  environmen¬ 
tal  consideratimis  related  to  the  con¬ 
struction  and  operation  of  the  proposed 
facilities  is  being  made  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  aforementioned  loca¬ 
tions  and  at  the  Alabama  Development 
-  Office,  State  Office  Building,  Montgomery, 
Alabama  36104;  Birmingham  Regional 
Planning  Commission,  2121  Building, 
Room  1524,  Eighth  Avenue  North,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Alabama  35203;  Central  Ala¬ 
bama  R^onal  Planning  Commlssicm, 
210  Washington  Building,  Montgomery, 
Alabama  36104. 

After  the  environmental  report  has 
been  analyzed  by  the  Commission’s  Di¬ 
rector  of  Regulation  or  his  designee,  a 
draft  environmental  statement  will  be 
prepared  by  the  Commission’s  Regulatory 
staff.  Upon  preparation  of  the  draft  en¬ 
vironmental  statement,  the  Commission 
will,  among  other  things,  cause  to  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  a  sum¬ 
mary  notice  of  availability  of  the  draft 
statement,  with  a  request  for  comments 
from  interested  persons  on  the  draft 
statement.  ITie  summary  notice  will  also 
contain  a  statement  to  the  effect  that 
comments  of  Federal  agencies  and  State 
and  local  officials  will  be  made  available 
when  received.  Upon  consideration  of 
comments  submitted  with  respect  to  the 
draft  environmental  statement,  the  Reg¬ 
ulatory  staff  will  prepare  a  final  envi¬ 
ronmental  statement,  the  availability  of 
which  will  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  15th 
day  of  November  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

(seal!  John  F.  Stolz, 

Chief,  Light  Water  Reactors 
Project  Branch  2-1,  Director¬ 
ate  of  Licensina. 

[FR  Doc.74-27691  PUed  11-29-74; 8: 45  am] 


IDocket  No.  50-298] 

BOSTON  EDISON  CO. 

Amendment  to  Facility  Operating  License 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  (the  Com¬ 
mission)  has  issued  Amendment  No.  5 
to  Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR- 
35  issued  to  the  Boston  Edison  Company 
which  revised  technical  specifications  for 
operation  of  the  Pilgrim  Nuclear  Power 
Station  located  in  Plymouth  County, 
Massachusetts.  The  amendmrait  is  effec¬ 
tive  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  changes  the  Tech¬ 
nical  Specifications  of  the  Pilgrim 
Nuclear  Power  Station  by : 

1.  Establishing  performance  criteria  for 
the  drywell  to  pressure  suppression  chamber 
vacuiun  breakers,  and 

2.  Establishing  additional  surveillance  re¬ 
quirements  to  assure  that  the  performance 
criteria  are  met. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (the  Act),  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations.  ’The 
Commission  has  made  appropriate  find¬ 
ings  as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Com- 
misslon’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  August  5,  1974,  and 
supplement  thereto  dated  October  22, 
1974,  (2)  Amendment  No.  5  to  License  No. 
DPR-35,  with  Change  No.  7,  and  (3)  the 
Commission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation. 
All  of  these  items  are  available  for  pub¬ 
lic  inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Pub¬ 
lic  Dociunent  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Plymouth 
Public  Library  on  North  Street  fat  Plym¬ 
outh,  Massachusetts  02360. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20545,  Attention:  Deputy 
Director  for  Reactor  Projects,  Director¬ 
ate  of  Licensing  Regulation. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  26th 
day  of  Novehber,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Dennis  L.  Ziexann, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch 
#2,  Directorate  of  Licensing. 
IFR  Doc.74-28406  Piled  12-6-74;8:46  am] 


[Docket  No.  60-265] 

CONSUMERS  POWER  CO. 

Amendment  to  Provisional  Operating 
License 

No  request  for  a  hearing  or  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  having  been  filed 
following  publication  of  tiie  notice  of 
proposed  action  in  the  Federal  Register 
oa  September  9,  1974  (39  FR  32571),  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  (the  Com¬ 
mission)  has  issued  Amendment  No.  11 
to  Provisional  Operating  License  No. 
DPR-20  issued  to  Consumers  Power 


Company  which  revised  technical  speci¬ 
fications  for  operation  of  the  Palisades 
Plant,  located  in  Covert  Township,  Van 
Buren  County,  Michigan.  The  amend¬ 
ment  is  effective  as  of  its  date  of  issu¬ 
ance. 

The  amendment  removed  the  present 
60  percent  power  and  90  calendar  day 
operating  restriction  and  piermits  opera¬ 
tion  at  power  levels  up  to  rated  power 
for  the  purpose  of  continuing  the  steam 
generator  flushing  program  described  in 
the  licensee’s  Reouest  for  CSiange  to  the 
Technical  Specifications  dated  August 
20,  1974.  In  addition,  this  amendment 
permits  the  resumption  of  normal  fa¬ 
cility  operation  upon  completton  of  the 
flushing  program.  The  facility  will  be 
shut  down  for  a  mandatory  Inspection 
of  the  steam  generator  tubes  at  the  end 
of  90  effective  full  power  dasrs  following 
March  5,  1974,  whichever  occurs  first, 
as  provided  for  in  previous  Amendment 
No.  10. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act  and  the  Conunls- 
slon’s  rules  and  regulations  hi  10  CFR 
Chapter  I,  vdiich  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment. 

For  further  detaPs  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  August  20,  1974,  as 
supplemented  November  7,  1974,  (2) 
Amendment  No.  11  to  License  No.  DPR- 
20,  with  any  attachments.  (3)  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  related  Safety  Evaluation  and 
the  Commission’s  August  30,  1974  Safety 
Evaluation  which  it  references.  All  of 
these  items  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  Commission’s  Public  Doc¬ 
ument  Room,  1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  and  at  the  Kalamazoo 
Public  Library,  315  South  Rose  Street, 
Kalamazoo,  knchigan. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  unon  request  addressed  to  the 
U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  20545,  Attention,  Deputy  Di¬ 
rector  for  Reactor  Projects,  Directorate 
of  Licensing — ^Regulation. 

Dated  at  Bethesda.  Maryland,  this  27th 
day  of  November,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Robert  A.  Purple, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch 
#f.  Directorate  of  Licensing. 
(PR  Doc.74-28493  Piled  12-5-74:8:46  am] 


[Docket  Noe.  50-462  and  60-453] 

THE  DETROIT  EDISON  CO. 

Cancellation  of  Prehearing  Conference 
and  Evidentiary  Hiring 

At  the  request  of  The  Detroit  Edismi 
Company  (Greenwood  Energy  Center 
Units  2  and  3)  submitted  on  December 
2, 1974,  the  prehearing  conference  sched¬ 
uled  for  December  12,  1974,  in  Detroit, 
Michigan,  and  the  Evidentiary  Hearing 
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NOTICES 


schedided  for  January  14, 1975,  are  cao- 
celled  pending  further  notice. 

It  is  so  ordered. 

Dated  at:  Bethesda,  Md.,  this  3rd  day 
of  December  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Board. 


for  comments  from  Interested  persons 
was  published  In  the  Federal  Register 
on  April  26.  1974  (39  FR  14749).  The 
comments  received  from  Federal,  State, 
and  local  agencies  and  interested  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  public  have  been  included  as 
an  appendix  to  the  Final  Environmentol 
Statement. 


Rn:  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Pattl  C.  Bsksbe, 
Secretary  of  the  Commiasicm. 
ira  Doe.74-284e8  PUed  13-5-74:8:46  am] 

{Docket  Mo.  60-29] 


JajosR.Tore, 

Chairman. 

[PR  Doc.74-28537  PUed  13-5-74;8:46  am] 
(Docket  No.  60-367] 

NORTHERN  INDIANA  PUBUC  SERVICE 
CO. 

Oral  Argument 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Appeal  Board’s  Order  dated 
November  27.  1974  (which  amended  the 
Appeal  Board’s  Order  dated  November 
25,  1974),  oral  argument  cm  the  appeals 
from  the  Licensing  Board’s  November 
22,  1974  initial  decision  approving  the 
applicant’s  use  of  a  slurry  wall  In  con- 
stnicting  the  BaiUy  facility  (Bailly  Gen¬ 
erating  Station,  Nuclear-1)  will  be 
heard  at  10  AJd.  on  Monday,  December 
16,  1974,  in  the  Appeal  Pand  hearing 
room,  fifth  fioor.  East  West  Towers 
Building.  4350  East- West  Highway, 
Bethesda.  Maryland. 

Dated:  December  2, 1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 
Ai^al  Board. 

Rohatme  M.  Skrxttski, 

Secretary  to  the 
Appeal  Board. 

[FB  Doc.74-2Me7  Piled  12-6-74;8:46  am) 

[Docket  Nos.  50-443  and  50-444] 

PUBLIC  SERVICE  CO.  OF 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

Availability  of  Final  Environmental  State¬ 
ment  for  the  Seabrook  Station,  Units 
1  and  2 

Pursuant  to  the  National  Environ¬ 
mental  Policy  Act  of  1969  and  the  United 
States  Atomic  Energy  Commission’s 
regulations  in  Appendix  D,  10  CTFR  Part 
50,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Final 
Environmental  Statement  prepeu’ed  by 
the  Commission’s  Directorate  of  Licens¬ 
ing  related  to  the  proposed  Seabro(^  Sta¬ 
tion,  Units  1  and  2.  to  be  constructed  by 
Public  Service  Company  of  New  Hamp¬ 
shire  in  the  town  of  Seabrook,  Rocking¬ 
ham  County.  New  Hampshire,  is  available 
for  inspection  by  the  public  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Public  Document  Room  at  1717 
H  ^eet  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  In 
the  Exeter  Public  Library,  Front  Street, 
Exeter,  New  Hampshire.  The  Final  State¬ 
ment  Is  also  being  made  available  at  the 
Office  of  Comprehensive  Planning,  State 
House  Annex,  Concord,  New  Hampshire 
03391. 


Single  copies  of  the  Final  Environ¬ 
mental  Statement  may  be  obtained  by 
writing  the  U.S.  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C,  20545,  Attention: 
Deputy  IMrector  for  Reactor  Projects, 
Directorate  of  Licensing. 

Dated  at  Rockville.  Maryland,  this  2d 
day  of  December  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commisskm. 

George  W.  Knighton, 

Chief,  Environmental  Projects 

Brance  1,  Directorate  of 

Licensing. 

(PR  Doc.74-28538  Filed  12-6-74;8:45  am] 

[Docket  No.  PRM-40-20] 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  FORCE 

RADIOISOTOPE  COMMITTEE 

Petition  for  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Air  Force  Radioisotope  Commit¬ 
tee,  Wright-Patterson  Air  Force  Base, 
Ohio,  by  letter  dated  October  30,  1974. 
has  filed  with  the  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission  a  petition  for  rule  making. 

The  petitioner  requests  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  amend  the  general  license  in 
§  40.22  of  the  Commission’s  regulation  10 
(7FR  Part  40  to  (a)  authorize  use  and 
transfer  of  source  material  under  the 
general  license  by  Federal  agencies  for 
operational  purposes,  and  (b)  authorize 
USAF  possession  and  operational  use  of 
Thorium,  as  the  fluoride  salt,  in  antl- 
refiective  coatings  on  thermal  imaging 
lenses  of  the  Forward  Looking  Infra  Bed 
(PTJR)  imaging  system. 

The  petitioner  states  that  the  lenses  to 
be  possessed  under  the  general  license 
would  have  a  Thorium  content  of  OJ 
mg/Cm*  surface  area  with  a  maximum 
(xmtent  of  33.9  mg  per  lens;  the  maxl- 
minn  content  is  1.7  x  10'*  percent  of  lens 
weight;  the  lenses  cannot  be  used  as 
ocular  lenses;  and  the  lenses  will  not  be 
distributed  or  marketed  to  the  general 
public. 

A  copy  of  the  petition  for  rule  making 
is  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C.  A 
copy  of  the  petition  may  be  obtained 
by  writing  the  Rules  and  Proceedings 
Branch  at  the  below  address. 

All  interested  persons  who  desire  to 
submit  written  comments  or  suggestkms 
concerning  the  petition  for  rule  making 
should  send  their  comments  to  the  Rules 
and  Proceedings  Branch,  Office  of  Ad¬ 
ministration-Regulation.  U.S.  Atomie 
Energy  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 


YANKEE  ATOMIC  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Facility  License  Amendment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  U.S. 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  (the  Com¬ 
mission)  has  issued  Amendment  No.  10 
to  Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR-3 
issued  to  Yankee  Atomic  Electric  Com¬ 
pany  whlcdi  revised  technical  specifica¬ 
tions  for  operation  of  the  Yankee-Rowe 
Atomic  Power  Plant,  located  in  Rowe, 
Massachusetts.  The  amendment  is  ef¬ 
fective  as  of  its  date  of  issuance. 

The  amendment  involves  the  addition 
of  limiting  conditions  for  operation  and 
surveillance  requirements  for  the  di¬ 
verse  emergency  core  coolant  injection 
actuation  channels,  and  also  deletes 
paragraph  4  of  the  license  relating  to  the 
allocation  of  special  nuclear  material 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  §  50.60. 

The  application  for  the  amendment 
complies  with  the  standards  and  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954, 
as  amended  (the  Act) ,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations.  The  Com¬ 
mission  hsw  made  appropriate  findings 
as  required  by  the  Act,  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  in  10  CTR 
Chapter  I,  which  are  set  forth  in  the 
license  amendment. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  (1)  the  application  for 
amendment  dated  May  13, 1974,  and  sub¬ 
sequent  letters  dated  September  5,  1974, 
and  October  4, 1974,  (2)  Amendment  No. 
10  to  License  No.  DPR^3,  with  any  at¬ 
tachments,  and  (3)  the  CJommlsslon’s  re¬ 
lated  Safety  Evaluation.  All  of  these  are 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
CoimntKion’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

A  copy  of  items  (2)  and  (3)  may  be 
obtained  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
United  States  Atomie  Energy  Cwnmls- 
sion,  Waidiington,  D.C.  20545,  Attention: 
Deputy  Director  for  ReactiN  Projects, 
Directorate  of  Licensing — ^Regulation. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  27th 
day  of  November,  1974. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Robert  A.  Purple, 

Chief,  Operating  Reactors  Branch 
#/,  Directorate  of  Licensing. 

(PR  Doe.74-284»5  PUed  ia-5-74;8:48  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

(Docket  Nos.  37136, 37168, 27311;  Order 
74-11-158] 

UNITED  AIR  UNES,  INC. 

Order  of  Investigatfon  and  Suspenskm 
November  29, 1974. 

By  tariff  revisions  ^  marked  to  become 

effective  December  1,  1974,  United  Air 


The  notice  of  availability  of  the  Draft  20545,  on  or  before  February  4,  1975. 


Environmental  Statement  for  the  Sea-  Dated  at  Germantown,  Maryland  this  i  Revisions  to  Airline  Tariff  Publishers,  Ine., 


brook  Station,  Units  1  and  2,  and  request  29th  day  of  November  1974.  Agent,  Tariff  c.a.b.  No.  202. 
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Lines,  Inc.  (United)  proposes  to  establiidi 
air/sea  fares  for  groups  of  100  or  more 
persons  from  Chicago/New  Ywk  to  Los 
Angeles/San  Francisco.  The  discount  is 
35  percent  from  the  coach  fare,  a  6-14 
day  minimum/maximum  stay  limitation 
wotUd  be  imposed,  stopovers  on  the  re¬ 
turn  portion  would  be  permitted  at  $10.00 
each,  and  full  payment  must  be  made 
30  days  in  advance  of  departure,  includ¬ 
ing  a  minimum  cruise  purchase  of 
$200.00.  The  fares  would  be  available 
throughout  1975,  and  are  subject  to  a 
10  percent  penalty  for  cancellation 
within  30  dasrs  of  the  departure  date. 

United  alleges  that,  while  adequate 
air/sea  service  is  provided  In  the  Florida 
and  Caribbean  markets,  west  coast  gate¬ 
ways  have  so  far  been  ignored;  that  a 
sufficiently  sophisticated  pattern  of 
cruises  is  available  at  the  Los  Angeles  and 
San  Francisco  ports  to  warrant  its  sim- 
port;  and  that  the  conditions  on  use  ot 
the  fare  will  Insure  minimal  diversion 
from  full  fare  travel.  United  claims  that 
approximately  3,800  passengers  will  avail 
themselves  of  the  air/sea  program  in  the 
coming  year.  Finally,  t^ed  on  data 
gathered  from  similar  although  not 
wholly  comparable  discount  programs, 
the  carrier  estimates  a  50  percent  gen¬ 
eration  impact  (the  generation  required 
to  break  even  is  38.9  percent),  and  a 
net  pre-tax  profit  of  $110,000. 

Complaints  have  been  filed  by  Trans 
World  Airlines,  (TWA)  and  Continental 
Airlines,  Inc.  (Continental)  requesting 
that  the  tariff  be  suspended  and  investi¬ 
gated.  TWA  alleges,  inter  alia,  that  the 
fare  would  not  be  sufficiently  generative 
to  warrant  implementation,  especially 
since  an  individual  inclusive-tour  fare 
(ITB)  presently  exists  in  these  markets. 
It  is  fiurther  argued  that  while  the  OIT- 
100  fare  offers  a  five  percent  greater  dis- 
coimt,  it  is  significantly  more  restrictive 
and  thus  would  be  less  generative.  In  ad¬ 
dition,  TWA  asserts  that  given  past  load 
factor  and  capacity  data,  transporting 
groups  of  100  or  more  travelers  will  re¬ 
sist  in  the  displacement  of  lull-fare 
passengers  unless  United  operates  extra 
sections  at  an  additicmal  cost,  in  which 
case  the  profit  impact  analysis  would  be 
totally  specious. 

Continental  similarly  argues  that  the 
proposed  fare  offers  no  real  benefit  or 
dollar  savings  to  the  pitolic.  The  carrier 
submits  that  based  upon  the  total  tour 
package  price,  rather  than  merely  the 
fare  levels,  the  GlT-100  fare  provides 
only  a  one  to  two  percent  discount  over 
the  same  sea  cruise  packaged  with  the 
existing  ITB  fare.  Moreover,  Continental 
contends  that  the  restrictive  nature  of 
the  fare  and  its  insignificant  discount, 
relative  to  the  FTO  fare,  pn^iblt  the 
fare  from  meeting  the  profit  impact  test. 
Finally,  the  complaint  asserts  that  the 
fare’s  lack  of  blackout  dates  is  a  de¬ 
ficiency  sufficient  to  warrant  suspension. 

In  answer.  United  alleges  that  the 
comi^ainaats  have  miseed  the  point  with 
their  c<mtention  that  the  proposed  fares 
will  not  generate  traffic  because  a  simi¬ 
larly  priced  but  less  restrictive  discount 
fare  is  presently  available  (tiie  ITB 


fares).  United  reiterates  that  a  stable 
reduced  air  fare  program  is  needed  to 
induce  travel  agents  and  sea  cruise  op¬ 
erators  to  promote  air/sea  travel;  that 
since  the  ITB  fares  must  be  rejustified 
by  June  3;0,  1975,  they  do  not  provide 
the  necessary  inmicement;  and  that  its 
proposed  fare  will  provide  the  needed 
assurance,  and  Is  sufficiently  restrictive 
to  avoid  unnecessary  diversion.  Further¬ 
more,  United  disagrees  with  TWA’s  con¬ 
tention  that  full-fare  passengers  will  be 
displaced  due  to  already  high  load  fac¬ 
tors  111  these  markets.  Rather,  United  as¬ 
serts  that  there  are  many  empty  seats  on 
most  flights,  and  the  proposal  permits 
splitting  groups  and  accmnmodating 
them  on  preceding  or  subsequent  flights 
whenever  the  designated  flight  cannot 
accommodate  the  entire  group.  Lastly, 
United  stipulates  that  it  .will  impose 
blackout  dates  on  the  GIT-100  fare  once 
other  1975  ITB  fares  are  filed  with  such 
provisions. 

Upon  oMisideration  of  the  proposal, 
the  complaints,  and  answers  thereto,  and 
aJl  relevant  matters,  the  Board  concludes 
that  the  proposed  fares  may  be  vmjust 
or  unreasooalrie,  or  imjustly  discrimina¬ 
tory,  or  unduly  prejudicial,  or  unduly 
preferential,  or  otherwise  unlawful,  and 
should  be  investigated.  The  Board  fur¬ 
ther  concludes  that  the  proposed  fares 
should  be  svispended  pwading  investiga¬ 
tion. 

We  have  concluded  to  suspend  the  pro¬ 
posed  fares,  principally  due  to  the  total 
lack  of  blackout  provisions.  It  is  our  view 
that  without  appropriate  blackouts  the 
fares  could  displace  undue  amoimts  of 
full-fare  treeffic.  In  its  answer  to  Ckm- 
tinentai’s  comidaint.  United  alleges  that 
it  will  impose  whatever  blackout  periods 
are  subsequently  filed  in  connection  with 
1975  1TB  fares  in  the  markets  involved. 
However,  in  our  opinion  this  intention  is 
not  a  sufficient  basis  upon  which  to  ap¬ 
prove  the  tariff  nolv  before  the  Board, 
since  it  depends  wholly  upon  what  other 
carriers  may  or  may  not  propose  in  the 
future,  and  ignores  the  fact  that  at  that 
point  the  Board  can  suspend  a  tariff  but 
cannot  enforce  alternative  conditions. 

Also,  we  are  not  entirely  persuaded 
that  United  has  adequately  answered 
TWA’s  concern  over  full-fare  displace¬ 
ment  due  to  the  lai^e  group  siae  re¬ 
quirement.  The  load  factors  in  the  trans¬ 
continental  markets  are  well  above  the 
industry  average,  and  it  appears  quite 
likely  that  groups  of  100  or  more  passen¬ 
gers  could  create  a  squeeze  on  capacity 
on  at  least  some  flights,  and  result  either 
in  displacencnt  of  full-fare  passengers 
or  the  need  to  operaite  extra  sections. 
While  United  contends  that  sufficient 
seats  are  available  on  many  flights,  it 
does  not  indicate  how  it  Intends  to  direct 
bookings  to  low  load  factor  flights. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularhr 
sections  204(a),  403,  404,  and  1092 
thereof. 

It  is  ordered.  That; 

1.  An  investigation  be  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  whether  the  fares  and  pro¬ 
visions  described  in  Appendix  A  attached 


hereto,  and  nfles,  regtffatlons  and  prac¬ 
tices  affecting  such  fares  and  provisions, 
are  or  wifi  be  unjust,  unreasonable,  rm- 
Justhr,  discriminatory,  unduly  prefer¬ 
ential,  undtffy  prejudlcM,  or  otherwise 
uidawful,  and  if  found  to  be  unlawful, 
to  determine  and  prescribe  the  lawful 
fares  and  provisions,  and  rules,  regula¬ 
tions,  or  practices  affecting  such  fares 
and  provisions; 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  declsioa  by 
the  Board,  the  fares  and  provisions  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appmdlx  A  attached  hereto 
are  suspended  and  their  use  deferred  to 
and  inclutfing  February  28,  1975,  unless 
otherwise  ordered  by  the  Board,  and  that 
no  changes  be  made  therein  during  the 
period  of  suspension  except  by  order  or 
special  permission  of  the  Board; 

3.  The  proceeding  ordered  herein  be 
assigned  for  hearing  before  an  Admin¬ 
istrative  Law  Judge  of  the  Board  at  a 
time  and  place  hereafter  to  be  desig¬ 
nated; 

4.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  herein, 
the  complaints  in  Dockets  27126  and 
27169  be,  and  hereby  are  dismissed;  and 

5.  Copies  of  this  order  will  be  filed  In 
the  aforesaid  tariff  and  served  on  Con¬ 
tinental  Airlines,  Inc.,  ’Trans  World  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  and  Unit^  Air  Lines,  Inc., 
which  are  hereby  made  parties  to  this 
proceeding. 

This  order  will  be  publij^ied  in  the 
FsiHERiii.  Register. 

By  the  CTivIl  Aeronautics  Board; 

CsEALl  Edwin  Z.  H(»xand, 

Secretary, 

IFR  Doc.74-aeS18  PUed  12-S-74;8;48  am] 
Apfehuu  a 

TAUrr  CJI.B.  NO.  149,  ISSUED  BT  AIRLINE  TMKSrW 
PTTBLISHEBS,  INC.,  AGENT 

On  aoth  BevtMd  Page  114-B,  and  8iih  Ke- 
vised  Pages  114-C  and  114-D,  Rule  347. 

’Tuan  CM.%.  NO.  909,  laauED  bt  airline  ntafl)*' 
ptTBUBxaeas,  me,  agent 

On  2<Kh.  am,  and  2and  Revised  Page  969, 
tbe  YOV  100  tare  class  on  the  appUcaUm 
thereof. 

On  aoth,  21st,  and  22nd  Revised  Page  670, 
the  explanation  of  reference  mark  ‘•e’*  tnao* 
far  as  It  applies  to  the  YOV  100  fare  e;aait 
On  the  19th.  20th.  and  21st  Revised  Page 
699,  the  YOV  100  fare  class  between  Chicago 
and  Loo  Angeles. 

On  19th,  30th,  and  aist  Revised  Page  700, 
the  YOV  100  fare  class  between  Chicago  and 
San  Prancisco/Oakland/San  Jose. 

Chi  14ib,  IMi.  and  l«th  Revised  Page  783, 
the  YOV  100  fare  class  imween  Loo  Angotso 
and  New  York/Newark. 

On  19th,  17th,  and  18th  Revised  Page  744, 
the  YOV  100  fare  class  between  New  York/ 
Newark  and  San  Pranclsco/Oakland/San 
Jose. 

COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 
COLORADO  STATE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Agganda  and  Noticft  of  Open  Meeting 

notice  is  hereby  given,  purauant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  rules  and  regulations  (ff 
the  UJS.  Ccnninission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  ot  the  Colorado 
State  Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to  the 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  39,  NO.  236— FRIDAY,  DECEMBER  6,  1974 


42712 


NOTICES 


Commission  will  convene  at  8:30  A.M.  on 
December  28,  1974,  at  the  Executive 
Tower  INN,  In  the  Johann  Room,  1405 
Curtis  Street,  Denver,  Colorado  80202. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chair¬ 
person,  or  the  Moimtaln  States  Regional 
Office  of  the  Commission,  Room  216,  Ross 
Building,  1726  Champa  Street,  Denver. 
Colorado  80282. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  shall  be 
to  discuss  projects  to  be  undertaken  by 
the  Colorado  SAC  during  the  coming 
year. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Decem¬ 
ber  2,  1974. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswcll,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

IFR  Doc.74-28544  FUed  12-5-74;8:45  am] 


MASSACHUSETTS  STATE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  niles  and  regula¬ 
tions  of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil 
Rights,  that  a  planning  meeting  of  the 
Massachusetts  State  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  (SAC)  to  the  C(Mnmission  will  con¬ 
vene  at  3  PM.  on  January  9,  1975,  at 
the  John  F.  Kennedy  Federal  Building, 
in  room  307,  Boston,  Massachusetts. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meet¬ 
ing  should  contact  the  Committee 
Chairman  or  the  Northeastern  Regional 
Office  of  the  Commission,  Room  1639,  26 
Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  New  York 
10007. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  shall  be 
to  discuss  the  school  desegregation 
crisis  in  Boston  and  establish  a  Sub¬ 
committee  to  focus  on  same. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Decem¬ 
ber  2, 1974. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

(FB  Doc.74-28545  FUed  12-5-74;8:45  am] 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BLIND  AND  OTHER  SE¬ 
VERELY  HANDICAPPED 

PROCUREMENT  LIST  1975 
Addition 

Notice  of  proposed  addition  to  Pro¬ 
curement  List  1975,  November  12,  1974 
(39  FR  39964)  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  August  29,  1974  (39  FR 
31548) . 

Pursuant  to  the  above  notice  the  fol¬ 
lowing  commoffity  is  added  to  the  Pro¬ 
curement  List. 


Price 

Folder,  file,  mUltary  personnel  $101. 97 
records  Jacket  (IB)  (Department 
of  the  Army  Form  201)  M. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Elector. 

|FR  Doc.74-28520  Filed  12-5-74;8:45  am] 


PROCUREMENT  LIST  1975 
Deletion 

Notice  of  proposed  deletion  from  Pro¬ 
curement  List  1975,  November  12,  1974 
(39  FR  39964)  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  on  October  11,  1974  (39 
FR  36635). 

Pursuant  to  the  above  notice  the  fol¬ 
lowing  service  is  deleted  from  Procure¬ 
ment  List  1975. 

iNDtTETRlAL  CLASS  7399 

Microfilm  Stripping  (Gl),  Defense  Logistics 
Berrlce  Center,  Battle  Creek,  MicbigaD. 

By  the  Committee. 

C.  W.  Fletcher, 
Executive  Director. 

(FR  Doc.74-28519  FUed  12-5-74:8:46  am] 

COUNCIL  ON  ENVIRONMENTAL 
QUALITY 

ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENTS 
Availability 

Environmental  Impact  statements  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Coimcil  on  Environmental 
Quality  from  November  25  through  No¬ 
vember  29,  1974.  The  date  of  receipt  for 
ecu:h  statement  is  noted  in  the  statement 
summary.  Under  Council  Guidelines  the 
minimum  period  for  public  review  and 
comment  on  draft  environmental  impact 
statements  is  forty-five  (45)  days  from 
this  Federal  Register  notice  of  avail¬ 
ability.  (January  20,  1974). 

The  thirty  (30)  day  period  for  each 
final  statement  begins  on  the  day  the 
statement  is  made  available  to  the  Coun¬ 
cil  and  to  commenting  parties. 

Copies  of  individual  statements  are 
available  for  review  from  the  originating 
agency.  Back  copies  will  also  be  avail¬ 
able  at  cost,  from  the  Environmental 
Law  Institute,  1346  Connecticut  Avenue, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036. 

Department  or  AGRicxrLTURE 

Contact:  Dr.  Fred  H.  Tschirley,  Acting  Co¬ 
ordinator,  Environmental  Quality  Activities, 
Office  of  the  Secretary,  UB.  D^>artment  of 
AgrlciUture,  Room  331-E,  Administration 
BuUdlng,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  202-447- 
3965. 

rOREST  SERVICE 

Final 

Umpqua  National  Forest,  Jackson,  Doug¬ 
las,  and  licme  Counties,  Oregon,  November  29: 
The  statement  refers  to  the  10  Tear  Manage¬ 
ment  Plan  for  the  forest.  The  plan  wo\Ud 
involve  construction  of  roads,  the  cutting 
of  timber,  and  the  reseeding  of  cut  stands 
in  the  976,426  acre  forest.  8oU  disturbance, 
strean  sedimentation,  and  adverse  Impact 
wUl  result.  Sections  of  the  forest  are  pres¬ 


ently  being  considered  for  designation  as 
wUdemess  areas  (84  pages).  Comments  made 
by:  COE,  DOI,  HUD,  DPA,  USDA,  and  State 
and  local  agencies  and  concerned  citizens. 
(ELR  Order  No.  41784.) 

son.  CONSERVATION  SERVICE 

Draft 

Hindu  Watershed  Project,  Allen  and  Jef¬ 
ferson  Davis  Counties,  Louisiana,  Novem¬ 
ber  29:  The  statement  refers  to  a  proposed 
protection  project  for  32,900  acres  of  the 
Hindu  Watershed.  Project  measures  will  In¬ 
clude  land  treatment,  channel  work,  weirs, 
and  control  structures.  Adverse  Impact  will 
Include  the  Introduction  of  1,310  tons  of 
sediment  to  the  Calcasieu  River  during  con¬ 
struction;  the  loss  of  timber  on  237  acres; 
the  disturbance  of  150  acres  of  cropland,  187 
acres  of  wooded  channel  banks,  and  123 
acres  of  forest  land;  and  the  disturbances  of 
sixty  acres  of  wetland.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41783). 

Okatoma  Creek  Watershed,  several  coun¬ 
ties  in  Mississli^l,  November  27:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  a  watershed  prote^on 
project  on  the  C^atoma'Watershed.  Project 
measures  Include  levee  systems,  floodwater, 
retarding  structures,  recreational  facilities, 
and  63.7  miles  of  channel  work.  Construc¬ 
tion  will  result  In  the  clearing  of  some  forest 
land,  and  reduction  In  fishery  and  wildlife 
resources.  (ELR  Order  No.  41782.) 

Browning  Watershed  Project,  Glacier 
County,  Montana,  November  25:  The  state¬ 
ment  refers  to  the  city  of  Browning’s  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  flood  prevention  in 
Glacier  County,  Montana.  Adverse  Impacts 
include  the  loss  of  agricultural  production 
on  20  acres  of  land,  prevention  ~of  Inter¬ 
change  of  fish  populations  along  upper  Wil¬ 
low  Creek,  temporary  Inundation  of  land,  and 
Increased  air  and  water  pollution  during 
construction.  (ELR  Order  No.  41764.) 

Final 

Lost  River  Subwatershed,  Potomac  River, 
Hardy  County,  West  Virginia,  November  25; 
The  statement  refurs  to  a  proposed  water¬ 
shed  protection  and  flood  prevention  project 
on  the  94,760  acre  aubwatershed.  Project 
measures  will  include  four  single-purpose 
floodwater  retarding  structures,  one  multiple 
purpose  structure,  and  land  treatment  meas¬ 
ures.  Adverse  Impact  of  the  project  will 
Include  the  Inundation  of  2.4  miles  of  stream 
and  292  acres  of  farmland  and  associated 
wildlife  habitat,  as  well  as  the  displace¬ 
ment  of  eleven  residences  (122  pages).  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  COE,  DOC,  DOI.  DOT.  EPA, 
AHP,  and  state  agency.  (ELR  Order  No. 
41768.) 

Atomic  Energy  Commission 

Ckintact:  For  Non-Regulatory  Matters: 
Mr.  W.  Herbert  Pennington,  Office  of  As¬ 
sistant  General  Manager,  E-201,  AEC,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20546,  301-973-4241. 

For  Regulatory  Matters:  Mr.  A.  Glam- 
busso.  Deputy  Director  for  Reactor  Projects, 
Directorate  of  Licensing,  P-722,  AEC,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20545, 301-973-7373. 

Draft 

South  Texas  Project,  Units  1  and  2.  Mata¬ 
gorda  County,  Texas,  November  29 :  Proposed 
is  the  Issuance  of  a  construction  permit  to 
the  Houston  Power  and  Lighting  Co.  for  a 
two  unit  plant.  Identical  pressurized  water 
reactors  will  be  employed  to  produce  up  to 
3800  MWT  each,  with  electrical  capacity 
anticipated  at  1250  MWe  (net)  each.  Ex¬ 
haust  steam  will  be  cooled  by  flow  from  a 
newly  constructed  lake,  with  makeup  water 
from  the  Colorado  River.  Return  will  also 
be  to  the  Colorado.  Consumptive  use  of  the 
river  will  be  at  2.6%  of  Its  average  annual 
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historical  flow.  A  total  of  12,S62  acres  will 
be  used  for  the  Station  site;  7300  acres  win  be 
Inundated  by  the  cooling  lake.  An  additional 
5685  acres  will  be  conunitted  to  400  mllee  of 
transmission  line.  (ELR  Ch'der  No.  41785.) 

Washington  Public  Power  Supply  System, 
No.  1  &  4,  Benton  County.  Washington,  De¬ 
cember  4:  The  proposed  action  la  the  is¬ 
suance  of  construction  ptermits  to  the  Wash¬ 
ington  Public  Power  Supply  System  for  the 
construction  of  the  WPPM  Nuclear  Projects 
No.  1  and  4.  The  stations,  located  on  the 
A£C  Hanford  Reservation,  will  employ  one 
pressurlaed-water  reactor  per  station  to  pro¬ 
duce  up  to  3600  megawatts  thermal  (MWt). 
Two  steam  tinrbtne-genera>tors.  one  per  sta¬ 
tion,  will  use  this  steam  to  [nrovlde  1267  meg¬ 
awatts  electrical  or  MWe  (net)  of  electelcal 
power  capacity.  A  predicted  maximum  pow¬ 
er  level  of  3779  MWt  Is  anticipated  at  a  futiire 
date.  (ELR  Order  No.  41777.) 

Depaktmxwt  or  Durmsg 
ABirr  COBPS 

Contact;  Mr.  Francis  X.  Kelly,  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  PubMc  Affairs,  Attn;  DAEN-PAP,  (Office 
of  the  chief  of  Engineers,  UH.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers,  1000  Independence  Avenue,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20314,  202-693-7168, 

Draft 

lao  Stream,  Flood  Control,  Hawaii,  Novem¬ 
ber  25:  The  statement  refers  to  the  lao 
Stream  Flood  Control  project  In  Maul.  The 
plan  combines  about  4,400  Ft.  of  concrete 
channelization  between  the  debris  basin  and 
near  the  mouth  of  the  stream,  with  about 
7,300  ft.  of  stream  left  In  Its  existing  condi¬ 
tion,  but  with  a  system  of  levees  and  flood- 
WEdls  to  protect  adjacent  lands.  Adverse  im¬ 
pacts  are  soil  erosion  and  degradation  of 
visual  quality  (Honolulu  District)  (45 
pages).  (ELR  Order  No.  41765.) 

Providence  River  Harbor  Channel,  Supple¬ 
ment,  MassachTisetts,  November  25:  The 
statement,  a  supplement  to  the  final  EI8, 
submitted  to  the  (Council  on  October  17, 1973, 
refers  to  the  change  of  a  disposal  area  from 
the  Brenton  Reef  Disposal  Site  to  the  Coniml- 
cut  Point  Disposal  Site  (Waltham  District). 
(ELR  Order  No.  41782.) 

St.  Lawrence  Seaway,  Pollys  Gut,  New  Tork, 
November  25:  The  statement  refers  to  the 
safe  navigation  project  on  the  St.  Lawrence 
River  at  Pollys  Out.  The  project  prc^oses  the 
construction  of  a  carved  extension  into  the 
existing  rubble  mound  spur  dike.  Adverse  im¬ 
pacts  are  increased  levels  of  noise,  dust  and 
water  turbidity,  and  the  destruction  of  44,000 
sq.  ft.  of  benthic  habitat  (Buffalo  District). 
(HiR  Order  No.  41761.) 

Diked  Dl-poeal  Site  No.  7,  Lorain  Harbor, 
Lorain  County,  Ohio,  November  25:  The 
statement  refers  to  the  proposed  Diked  Dis¬ 
posal  Site  No.  7,  Lcwaln  Harbor,  Lorain  Har¬ 
bor,  Ohio.  The  project  Involves  construction 
and  operation  of  a  68-8u:re  rubble-mound 
diked  disposal  facility  to  receive  polluted  sed¬ 
iments.  Adverse  Impacts  are  temporary  tur¬ 
bidity,  destruction  of  soma  bottom  orga¬ 
nisms,  and  odor  during  q>oll  discharge  opera¬ 
tions  (Buffalo  District)  (107  pages).  (SLR 
Order  No.  41766.) 

Clear  Creek  and  Clear  Lake,  Chambers  and 
Harris  Counties.  Texas,  November  25:  The 
statement  refers  to  the  maintenance  dredg¬ 
ing  of  Clear  Creek  and  Ctoar  Lake,  Tbxas. 
Maintenance  dredging  will  be  performed  by 
hydraulic  pipeline  dredge  with  dredged 
materials  disposed  of  In  open  water  dispo¬ 
sal  areas.  Adverse  impacts  are  Increased  tur¬ 
bidity,  loss  of  marine  life  habitat,  and  ob¬ 
jectionable  odors  due  to  the  deposition  of 
dredged  materials  (Galveston  District) .  (ELR 
Order  No.  41768.) 


Ocmaui.  SxRvicKs  AoximsnuTioM 
Contact;  Mr.  Andrew  E.  Kauders,  Execu¬ 
tive  Director  of  Environmental  Affairs,  Gen¬ 
eral  Services  Administration,  18th  and  F 
Streets,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  3(>4(W,  202- 
343-4161. 

Draft 

Border  Station  Building,  Lukevllle,  Ari¬ 
zona,  November  25 :  Proposed  is  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  new  Border  Station  Building 
of  10, (XX)  sq.  ft.,  with  iniQ>ectlon  aieae, 
canopies,  a  small  cmnmercial  truck  facility, 
and  ten  family  residential  units.  Existing 
facilities  would  be  demcAisbed  (38  pages). 
(ELR  Order  No.  41769.) 

Department  or  Interiob 
Contact:  Mr.  Bruce  Blanchard,  Director, 
Environmental  Project  Review.  Room  7260, 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Washington, 
D.C.  20240,  202-343-3891. 

BXTRXAU  or  LAND  MANAGEMENT 

Final 

1974  OCS  Lease  Sale,  Texas.  November  26: 
Proposed  is  the  sale  of  leases  on  651  tracts, 
totalling  3,062,519.73  acres,  offshore  Texas. 
No  leases  are  in  water  depths  greater  than 
200  meters.  The  sale  Is  scheduled  for  late 
fall,  1974.  All  tracts  pose  some  degree  of 
pollution  risks  to  the  environment  and  ad¬ 
jacent  shoreline.  Each  tract  is  subjected  to  a 
matrix  analytical  technique  In  order  to 
evaluate  significant  environmental  impacts 
should  leasing  and  subsequent  oil  and  gas 
exploration  and  production  ensue.  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  EPA,  DOC,  DOD,  DOT,  FEA, 
AEC,  FPC,  and  State  agencies.  (ELR  Order 
No.  41772.) 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
Draft 

Docket  27620,  Maine  Central  Railroad  Co., 
Bangor  and  Aroostook  Counties,  Maine,  No¬ 
vember  26;  The  statement  refers  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  acquisition  of  control  of  the  Maine 
Central  Railroad  Company  (MEC)  by  the 
Amoskeag  Company.  Acquisition  would  re¬ 
sult  In  common  corporate  control  by  Amos¬ 
keag  of  MEC  and  the  Bangor  and  Aroostook 
Railroad,  with  possible  major  operational 
changes  restiltlng.  Including  the  elimina¬ 
tion  of  duplicative  facilities.  The  statement 
evaluates  the  environmental  Impacts  of 
these  changes  (43  pages).  (ELR  Order  No. 
41770.) 

Tennessee  'Vkllkt  Authoritt 

Contact:  Dr.  Francis  Gartrell,  Director  of 
Environmental  Research  and  Development, 
720  Edney  Building.  Chattanooga,  Tennessee 
37401.  616-765-2002. 

Final 

Peaking  Units,  JdhnsonTiUe  Steam  Plant, 
Humgibreys  County,  Tennessee.  Novem¬ 
ber  26:  Pn^Kised  is  the  constrwcUcm  at  a 
nnininax  gsQ  MW  gsE  tUTblne  peaking  plant 
at  the  JobnsonvUle  Steam  Plant.  There  will 
be  some  land  disturbance  and  construction 
disruption;  increases  in  discharge  of  NOx 
and  802  and  partieulater,  and  possible 
spillage  of  oil  into  Kentucky  Reservoir.  Com¬ 
ments  made  by:  EPA.  FEA,  FPC,  USDA. 
DOC.  DOD,  HEW,  HUD,  DOI,  and  DOT.  (ELR 
Order  No.  41771.) 

Department  or  TUansportation 

Contact:  Mr.  Idartln  Convlsser.  Director, 
Office  of  Environmental  Quality,  400 
7th  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590, 
202-426-4867. 


PEDERAI,  HIGHWAT  ABMINISTRATION 

Draft 

Fourth  and  Fifth  Streets,  Newport,  Camp¬ 
bell  County.  Kentucky,  November  25:  The 
statement  investigates  the  need  tor  Im¬ 
proving  Fourth  and  Fifth  Streets  from  Wash¬ 
ington  to  Linden  Avenues,  Newport,  Camp¬ 
bell  County  Kentucky.  The  project  would  re¬ 
quire  additional  land  acquisition  and  would 
Increase  air  and  noise  pollution  (114  pages) . 
(ELR  Order  No.  41767.) 

SR.  371,  McKinley  and  San  Juan  Counties, 
New  Mexico.  November  27:  The  statement 
refers  to  the  proposed  construction  of  SR. 
371,  commencing  8.5  miles  north  of  Crown- 
point  in  McKinley  County  and  terminating 
at  a  point  5  miles  south  of  Farmington  in 
San  Juan  County.  The  project  length  is 
approximately  65  miles.  The  most  significant 
adverse  effect  will  be  the  indirect  Influence 
of  a  great  influx  of  population.  (ELR  Order 
No.  41781.) 

Final 

UJ3.  71,  Sac  and  Buena  Vista  Counties. 
Iowa,  November  27:  The  statement  refers  to 
the  construction  of  a  portion  of  U.S.  71.  The 
highway,  which  is  to  be  built  to  expressway 
standards,  will  be  at  least  partially  relocated. 
The  project  will  extend  north  from  the  north 
Junction  of  U.S.  71  and  U.S.  20  In  Sac  County, 
through  Its  Junction  with  Iowa  3  In  Buena 
Vista,  a  distance  of  19.0  miles.  Adverse  Im¬ 
pacts  Include  removal  of  quality  farmland, 
di^Iacement  of  farmsteads,  and  Increased 
noise  levels  (125  pages) .  Comments  made  by: 
HEW,  HUD,  USDA.  DOI,  EPA,  and  State  and 
local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41775.) 

Freeway  520,  Delaware  and  Dubuque  Coun¬ 
ties.  Iowa,  November  27;  The  project  Involves 
the  proposed  construction  of  approximately 
35  miles  of  Freeway  620.  It  will  consist  of  a 
four-lane  divided  roadway  consistent  with 
the  freeway  concept  in  design  and  access 
control.  The  project  will  begin  In  Delaware 
County  and  terminate  In  Dubuque  County. 
Adverse  Impacts  Include  the  loss  of  agricul¬ 
tural  and  timber  land,  the  rechannellzatton 
of  Catfish  Creek,  and  the  displacement  of  13 
farmsteads.  10  houses,  and  5  businesses  (147 
pages).  Comments  made  by;  HEW,  HUD, 
USDA,  DOL  EPA,  COE,  and  State  aixl  local 
agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41780.) 

US  119,  Appalachian  Corridor  F.  Letcher 
County,  Kentucky,  November  27:  The  pro¬ 
posed  project  Is  the  improvement  of  US  119 
(Appalachian  Corridor  F)  In  Letcher  County, 
for  18.7  miles.  Depending  upon  the  alternate 
taken  the  project  wlB  require  between  571 
and  855  acres  of  land,  from  52  to  91  famines, 
1  to  5  busteesses,  1  to  5  non-profit  organiza¬ 
tions,  and  2  to  6  cemeteries.  Tbe  fttcittty  will 
traverse  a  number  of  creeks,  creating  severe 
adveree  Impacts  on  aquatic  habitat.  A  4(f) 
review  has  been  filed  to  obtain  land  from  the 
Fine  Mountain  Wildlife  Management  Area. 
Other  adverse  impacts  consist  of:  loss  of 
wildlife  habitat  and  Increased  atr,  nolM,  and 
water  pollution  (269  pages) .  Comments  made 
by:  HUD,  HEW,  EPA,  DOC,  DOT,  and  State 
and  local  agencies.  (ELR  Order  No.  41773.) 

Relocation  of  NR.  Route  111,  Rockingham 
County,  New  Hampshire,  November  27:  This 
revlesd  draft  proposes  the  relocation  of  N.H. 
Route  111  beginning  in  Windham  and  pro¬ 
ceeding  easterly  through  Salem  and  Derry, 
terminating  tn  Atkinson.  The  relocation  will 
provide  two  12-foot  lanes  and  lO-foiot 
shoulders.  The  project  length  U  3.4  miles. 
Adverse  impact  Includes  the  displacement  of 
3  families.  Comments  made  by:  DOI,  EPA, 
HEW,  USDA,  and  USCG.  (EIR  Order  No. 
41778.) 

U.S.  75,  Cherokee  Expressway,  Tulsa 
Coimty,  Oklahoma,  November  27:  The  proj¬ 
ect  Involves  the  construction  of  UB.  75,  a 
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ground  levti,  4  to  8  lane  expressway  in  the 
northern  section  of  the  city  of  Tulsa.  The 
2.5  mile  facility  Is  the  final  phase  of  con¬ 
struction  of  the  Cherokee  Freeway.  Adver.<w) 
Impacts  are  displacements,  and  the  removal 
of  privately  owned  lands  from  the  tax  rolls. 
There  will  also  be  a  slight  increase  in  noise 
levels.  Comments  made  by:  DPA,  DOI,  HUD, 
USDA.  HEW.  COE,  DOT,  and  State  and  local 
agencies.  (ELB  Order  No.  41774.) 

US  18  and  US  151,  DodgeviUe  to  Mt.  Horeb, 
Iowa  and  Dane  Counties,  Wisconsin,  Novem¬ 
ber  27:  The  statement  refers  to  the  pn^osed 
construction  of  a  21  mile  segment  of  high¬ 
way  which  will  be  the  concurrent  route  for 
UJS.  18  and  UH.  151.  The  Improvement  will 
be  between  DodgeviUe  and  Mt.  Horeb.  Ad¬ 
verse  Impacts  Include  increased  noise  levels, 
the  use  of  1090  acres  of  land  (67%  of  which 
is  cropland),  and  the  di^lacement  of  2 
families  and  3  businesses.  Comments  made 
by:  DOI,  DOT,  HUD.  EPA,  USDA,  and  state 
and  local  agencies  and  concerned  citizens. 
(ELR  Order  No.  41776.) 

The  CouncU  has  received  written  assur¬ 
ance  from  the  Department  of  Transportation 
that  distribution  of  full  final  els’s  has  been 
made  to  all  commenting  agencies  and  inter¬ 
ested. 

Final 

1-580/SJl.  238,  Alameda  County.  Califor¬ 
nia:  The  statement  refers  to  the  proposed 
reconstruction  of  a  10-mlle  section  of  1-680 
to  an  8-lane  freeway  with  a  median  wide 
enough  to  accommodate  other  modes  of 
transportation.  The  ccmstructlon  project  ex¬ 
tends  from  San  Lorenzo  on  the  west  to  the 
Llvermore-Amador  Valley  near  Dublin  on  the 
east.  Adverse  Impacts  are  Increased  air  and 
noise  pollution,  diminished  scenic  resources, 
and  displacements  of  372  famUies  and  30 
businesses.  Comments  made  by:  EPA,  CEQ, 
COE,  DOI,  FPC,  DOT.  and  state  and  local 
agencies  and  concerned  citizens. 

The  following  statement  was  received 
by  the  Coimcil  on  October  23,  1974  and 
should  have  appeared  In  the  Federal 
Register  of  November  1, 1974.  The  thirty 
day  review  period  for  this  final  statement 
Is  to  be  calculated  from  October  23. 

Department  op  Transportation 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  ADMINISTRATION 
Final 

Union  Munlc^al  Airport,  Neshoba  County, 
Mississippi,  October  23 :  The  statement  refers 
to  construction  of  a  general  aviation  air¬ 
port  serving  the  town  of  Union.  The  project 
consists  of  acquisition  of  fee  simple  Interest 
In  68  acres  of  land  and  easement  Interest 
In  7.23  acres,  construction  of  a  runway  with 
an  aircraft  parking  apron  and  connecting 
taxlway,  fencing,  wind  cone  and  segmented 
circle.  There  will  be  slightly  Increased  inter¬ 
mittent  noise  levels  and  a  very  Slight  in¬ 
crease  In  air  pollution.  The  project  wiU  In¬ 
clude  clearing  of  approximately  33  acres  and 
clearing  and  grubbing  of  five  acres.  There 
will  be  minor  temporary  construction  ef¬ 
fects.  Comments  made  by:  EPA,  DOE,  and 
USDA.  (ELB  Order  No.  41618.) 

Gary  L.  Widman, 
General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.74-28548  FUed  12-5-74:8:45  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[FRL  301-5:  OPP-32000/100] 

RECEIPT  OF  APPLICATIONS  FOR 

PESTICIDE  REGISTRATION 

Data  To  Be  Considered  in  Support  of 
Applications 

On  November  19,  1973,  the  Environ¬ 
mental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (38  FR 
31862)  its  interim  policy  with  respect  to 
the  administration  of  section  3(c)(1) 
(D)  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungi- 
cide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA) ,  as 
amended.  This  policy  provides  that  EPA 
will,  upon  receipt  of  every  application 
for  re^tration,  publish  in  the  Federal 
Register  a  notice  containing  tiie  infor¬ 
mation  shown  below.  The  labeling  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  applicant  will  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  Room  EB-31,  East 
Tower,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20460. 

On  or  before  February  4,  1975,  any 
person  who  (a)  is  or  has  been  an  appli¬ 
cant,  (b)  believes  that  data  he  developed 
and  submitted  to  EPA  on  or  after  Oc- 
tooer  21,  1972,  is  being  used  to  support 
an  application  described  in  this  notice, 
(c)  desires  to  assert  a  claim  for  compen¬ 
sation  imder  section  3(c)  (1)  (D)  for 
such  use  of  his  data,  and  (d)  wishes  to 
preserve  his  right  to  have  the  Adminis¬ 
trator  determine  the  amount  of  reason¬ 
able  compensation  to  which  he  is  en¬ 
titled  for  such  use  of  the  data,  must 
notify  the  Administrator  and  the  appli¬ 
cant  named  in  the  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  his  claim  by  certified  mail. 
Notification  to  the  Administrator  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Information  Co¬ 
ordination  Section,  Technical  Services 
Division  (WH-569).  Office  of  Pesticide 
Programs,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20460.  Every  such  claimant 
must  Include,  at  a  minimum,  the  infor¬ 
mation  listed  in  the  interim  policy  of 
November  19,  1973. 

Applications  submitted  under  2(a)  or 
2(b)  of  the  interim  policy  will  be  proc¬ 
essed  to  completion  in  accordance  with 
existing  procedures.  Applications  sub¬ 
mitted  under  2(c)  of  the  interim  policy 
cannot  be  made  final  until  the  60  day 
period  has  expired.  If  no  claims  are  re¬ 
ceived  within  the  60  day  period,  the  2(c) 
application  will  be  processed  according 
to  normal  procedure.  However,  if  claims 
are  received  within  the  60  day  period,  the 
applicants  against  whom  the  claims  are 
asserted  will  be  advised  of  the  alterna¬ 
tives  available  under  the  Act.  No  claims 
will  be  accepted  for  possible  EPA  adjudi¬ 
cation  which  are  received  after  Febru¬ 
ary  4, 1975. 


Apfucations  Received 

EPA  File  Symbol  6233-RL.  Amador  Chemical 
Corp.,  1640  N.  Broadway  St.,  Stockton  CA 
96205.  AMADOR  TBIO.  Active  Ingredients: 
n-Alkyl  (60%  C14,  80%  C16,  6%  C12,  6% 
C18)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
1.6%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  32%  C14)  di¬ 
methyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium  chlorides 
1.6%;  Sodium  Carbonate  3.0%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(b) 
of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  8419-RA.  The  Andersons. 
PO  Box  119,  Maumee  OH  43537.  THE  AN¬ 
DERSONS  WEED  AND  PEED  18-3-6.  Active 
Ingredients:  Dlmethylamlne  Salt  of  2,4- 
Dlchlorophenoxyacetic  Acid  0.93%;  Isooctyl 
Ester  of  Sllvex  2-(2,4,5-Trichlorc^henoxy) 
Pr(^lonlc  Acid  0.38%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  8419-RL.  The  Andersons, 
PO  Box  119,  Maumee  OH  43637,  THE  AN- 
DERSONS  BROAIHEAF  WEED  EOLLBR 
WITH  2,4-D  It  8ILVEX.  Active  Ingredients: 
Dlmethylamlne  Salt  2,4-Dichlaiophe- 
noxyacetic  Acid  1.00%;  Isooctyl  Ester  of 
Sllvex  2-(2,4.5-TrlehlorophenoKy)  Propi¬ 
onic  Acid  0.47%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy. 

EPA  Pile  SymM  85376-lt.  A.  T.  B.  Labora¬ 
tories,  W6  Ledge  Rd..  Medina  OH  44256. 
SECnClDE  FOR  HORSES  AND  SMALL 
ANIMAD5.  Active  Ingredients:  Pyrethrlns 
0.25%;  Plperonyl  Butoxlde,  Technleal 
1.00%;  Butoxypropylene  Glycol  16.00%; 
Petroleum  Distillate  1.00%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  tmder  2(c)  of 
interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  35378-R.  Aqua/Process 
Chemicals,  2408  Yorktown  #178,  Houston 
TX  77027.  S-72  ANTIMICROBIAL.  Active 
Ingredients:  2.2-Dibromo  -  3  -  nltrllopro- 
plonamlde  20%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  8612-TO.  B  &  O  Co.,  10639 
Maybank,  Dallas  TX  75220.  BGS  6  DUST 
INSECTICIDE  CONTAINS  SEVIN.  Active 
Ingredients:  Carbaryl  (1-Naphthyl 

Methylcarbamate)  5%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim 
policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  6186-EGL.  Bio-Lab,  Inc., 
PO  Box  1489,  Decatur  OA  30031.  BIO- 
OUARD  MP-22  MINT  FRAGRANT  DE¬ 
TERGENT  -  DISINFBCTANT-SANTTIZER- 
DEODORANT-PATHOOENIC  FUNGI¬ 
CIDE.  Active  Ingredients:  Alkyl  (C14  68%, 
C16  28%,  C12,  14%)  dimethyl  benzyl  am¬ 
monium  chloride  2.5%;  ISopropancfi  2.0%; 
Methyl  salicylate  0.5%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  imder  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  Symbol  35379-R.  Burlington  In¬ 
dustries,  Inc.,  Chemical  Dlv.,  PO  Box  523, 
Jamestown  NC  27282.  BICHEM  TREAT¬ 
MENT  <3WL-30.  Active  Ingredients:  Poly 
( oxyethylene  (dlmethyllmlnio)  ethylene  (dl- 
methyllminlo)  ethylene  dlchlorlde]  10.0%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceed 
under  2  (b)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  File  S3nnbol  34895-R.  Central  Solvents 
&  Chemicals  Co.,  2465  S.  1100  West,  Woods 
Cross  UT  84087.  YARMOR  802W  PINE  OIL. 
Active  Ingredients;  Pine  011  09.4%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(b)  of  interim  ^Icy. 
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EPA  File  Symbol  84276-It.  Century  Indus* 
tries  Owp^  RD  #1,  New  Wst^wd  OH 
44445.  NO.  815-01  CENTURT  6%  PSNTA 
WOOD  PRESERVER.  Active  Ingredients: 
Pentacblorophenol  5%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  \mdar  2(o)  of 
Interim  policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  3125-119.  Chemagro,  PO  Box 
4913.  Kansas  City  MO  64120.  DI-SYSTON 
LIQUID  CONCENTRATE  SYSTEJdlC  IN- 
SBCnciDB.  Active  Ingredients:  0,0-Dl- 
eth3rl  S-(2-(ethylthio)ethyl]  pAoephoro- 
dltUoate  66%.  Method  of  Support:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  undw  2(b)  ot  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  13898-GA.  Contract  Pack¬ 
aging,  Inc.,  1505  North  Ave.,  Norwalk  lA 
60211,  CPI  PET  SPRAT.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents;  Pyrethrlns  0i06%;  Plperonyl  bu- 
toxlde,  technical  0.48%;  Carbaryl  (1 -naph¬ 
thyl  N-methylcarbamate)  0.50%;  2,3:4,6- 
bls(2-butylene)  Tetrahydro-2-furaldehyde 
0.24%;  Petroleum  distillate  12.24%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
uiuler  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  13898-OL.  Contract  Pack¬ 
aging,  Inc.,  1505  North  Ave.,  Norwalk  lA 
50211.  CPI  SPACE  AND  RESIDUAL 
SPRAT.  Active  Ingredients:  (6-Benzyl-3- 
f  uryl )  methyl  2.2-dlmethyl-3-  (2-methyl- 

propenyl)c7clopropanecarboxylate  0.350%; 
Related  compounds  0.048%;  Aromatic 
petroleum  hydrocarbons  0.464%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  under 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  44948-A.  Corx>orate  Brands 
Inc.,  9840  Dorchester  Ave.,  Chicago  IL 
60628.  SPECTRUM.  Active  Ingredients: 
Didecyl  dimethyl  ammonium  chloride 
4.5%;  Tetrasodium  ethylenedlamine  tetra¬ 
acetate  2.0%;  Sodium  carbonate  1.0%; 
Sodium  metasilicate,  anhydrous  0.6%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  1069O-E.  Drew  C.TJ.,  3261 
B.  11th  Ave.,  Hialeah  FL  33013.  LARVEX 
DOUBLE  ACTION.  Active  Ingredients:  (5- 
Benzyl-3-furyl)  methyl  2,2-dimethyl-3-(2- 
methylpropenyl )  cyclopropanecarboxylate 
0.350%;  Related  compounds  0.048%;  Aro¬ 
matic  petroleum  hydrocarbons  0.464%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
und^  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  14800-1.  Echol  Chemical  Formu- 
lators,  Inc..  PO  Box  1765,  Lakeland  FL 
83802.  MICRONIZED  WETTABLE  SUL¬ 
PHUR.  Active  Ingredients:  Sulphur  95%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  9515-0.  Fischer  Chemco 
Inc.,  410  N.  Michigan  Ave.,  Chicago  IL 
00611.  CHLORINE  SANITIZER  #2.  Active 
Ingredients:  Organic  chloride  4.0%; 

Sodium  Metasillcate-axUiydrous  25.0%; 
Sodium  Hydroxide  10.0%.  Method  of  Sup¬ 
port:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of 
Interim  policy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  279-EOON.  FMC  Corp., 
Agricultural  Chemical  Dlv.,  100  Niagara 
St.,  Mlddleport  NT  14106.  CELA  W524  20% 
EMUL8IF1ABLE  CONCENTRATE  FUNGI- 
Cira.  Active  Ingredients:  NN'-(1,4- 
Plperazlnedlylbls  (2,2,2-trlchloro-ethyU- 
dene]  bis  [formamlde]  20.6%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(a) 
of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  8491  l-E.  Hl-Tield  Chemical 
Co.,  PO  Box  460,  Bonham  TX  75418.  Hl- 
TIELD  MALATHION  INSECT  SPRAT. 
Active  Ingredients:  Malathlon  28%;  Aro- 
matlc  Petroleum  Derivatives  Solvent  60%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Pile  SymlMd  34911-0.  Hl-Tleld  Chemical 
Co.  m-TIELD  DIAZINON  INSECT  SPRAT. 
Active  Ingredients:  O.O-dlethyl  0-(2-1bo- 
pr(^yl-0-methyl-4-pyrlml(Unyl  phoegihoro- 
thloate  12.5%:  Aromatic  Petroleum  Derive- 


tlvee  76.9%.  Method  of  Supp<Mii:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 
EPA  FUe  Symbol  34911-U.  Hl-Tleld  Chemical 
Co.  HI-TIELD  CHLORDANE  SPRAT.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  I^hnlcal  Chlcardane 
43%;  Aromatic  Petroleum  Derivative  Sol¬ 
vent  4{r%.  Method  of  Support;  AppUcatlon 
proceeds  rmder  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Beg.  No.  2270-36.  The  Huge  Co.,  Inc., 
7625  Page  Ave.,  St.  Louis  MO  63133.  EX- 
CELCIDE  S  &  O  WAREHOUSE  SPRA.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  Petroleum  Distillate 
97.07%;  Beta-butoxy  beta'-thlocyano  di¬ 
ethyl  ether  1.38%;  Methoxychlor,  Techni¬ 
cal  1.37%;  N-Octyl  blcycloheptene  dlcar- 
boxlmide  0.09%;  Technical  Plperonyl 
Butoxide  0.06%;  Pyrethrlns  0.03%.  Method 
of  Support:  Application  proceeds  vmder 
2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  19409-R.  Leonard  Brush  Co., 
900  E.  Main  St.,  LoulsvUle  KT  40206. 
LEONARD  BRUSH  CO.  MINT  7  DISIN¬ 
FECTANT  CLEANER.  Active  Ingredients: 
Alkyl  (C14  58%,  C16  28%,  C12  14%) 
dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium  chlcsrlde  2.0%; 
Isopropanol  2.0%;  Methyl  salicylate  0.6%. 
Methood  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
\inder  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  299-BII.  C,  J.  Martin  Co., 
606  W.  Main  St.,  Nacogdoches  TX  76961. 
MARTIN’S  BABON  CATTLE  DUST.  Active 
Ingredients:  2^hloro-l-(2,4,5-trlchlOTO- 

phenyl)  vinyl  dimethyl  phosphate  8.00%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  interim  policy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  299-BIT.  C.  J.  ldMl;ln  Co.« 
606  W.  Main  St..  Nacogdoches  TX  75961. 
MARTIN’S  BABON  POULTRT  DUST.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  2-chloro-l-(2,4,6-tri- 
chlorophenyl)  vinyl  dimethyl  phosphate 
3.00%,  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  1926-AA.  Navy  Brand  Manu¬ 
facturing  Co..  5111  Southwest  Ave.,  St. 
Loujs  MO  63110.  TRIUMPH  BOWL  CLEAN¬ 
ER  EMULSION.  Active  Ingredients:  Hydro¬ 
gen  Chloride  24.82%;  Para  Dl-Isobutyl- 
Phenoxy  Ethoxy  Ethyl,  Dimethyl  Benzyl. 
Ammonium  Chloride  0.20%.  Method  of 
Support:  Application  proceeds  under  2(c) 
of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  1926-AT.  Navy  Brand  Manu- 
facturlng  Co.  LILOL  LEMON -SCENTED 
DISINFECTANT.  Active  Ingredients:  Iso¬ 
propyl  Alcohol  10.03%;  Vegetable  OU  Soap 
5.50%;  Ortho-phenylphenol  1.48%;  4  and 
6  Chl(n‘0-2-phenylphenol  3.55%;  Lemon 
Essential  Oils  0.44%.  Method  of  Support: 
Application  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  1926-TE.  Navy  Brand  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Co.  O.  O.  CLEANER  CLEANS— 
DISINFECTS— DEODORIZES.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  Sodium  carbonate  2.50%;  n- 
Alkyl  (60%  014,  30%  016,  6%  C12,  6% 
C18)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonlxun  chlorides 
1.26%;  n-Alkyl  (60%  C12.  30%  C14.  17% 
C16,  3%  C18)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  am¬ 
monium  chlorides  1.25%;  Tetrasodium 
salt  of  ethylene  diamine  tetraacetlc  acid 
0.08%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  tmder  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 
EPA  FUe  SymlxU  24053-1.  Peterson  Extermi¬ 
nating,  559  E.  63  St..  Chicago  IL  60^7. 
PETERSON’S  PDQ  INSECT  SPRAT.  Ac¬ 
tive  Ingredients:  0,0-diethyl  0-(2-i8opro- 
pyl-6-methyl-4-pyrlmldlnyl)  phosphoro- 
thioate  0.500%;  Pyrethrlns  0.062%;  Tech¬ 
nical  plperonyl  butoxide  (equivalent  to 
0.209%  (butyloarbltyl)  (6-pr(^ylpiperonyl 
ether  and  0.052%  other  related  com- 
poimds.))  0.261%:  petroleum  distillate 
08.400%.  Method  of  Supp<M^:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 


EPA  FUe  Symbol  17001-E.  Petty  Exterminat¬ 
ing  Co..  1515  S.  Pulaski  Rd.,  Chicago  IL 
60623.  PETTT’S  THE  KTT.T.EB.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  O.O-dlethyl  0-(2-l8opr<^yl-6- 
methyl-4-pyrlmldlnyl)  phosphorothloate 
0.500%;  pyrethrlns  0.052%;  technical  pl¬ 
peronyl  butoxide  (equivalent  to  0il09%: 

‘  (butylcarbltyl)  (6-propylplperonyl)  ether 
and  0.062%  other  related  compounds.) 
08.400%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  p<Ulcy. 
EPA  File  Symbol  35137-0.  Price  Research. 
Ltd.,  205  Westport  Rd.,  Kansas  City  MO 
64111.  PRICE  FORMULAnON— 30.  Active 
Ingredients:  Octyl  Decyl  Dimethyl  Am- 
monliun  Chloride  0.960%;  Dloctyl  Dimeth¬ 
yl  Ammonium  Chloride  0.476%;  Didecyl 
Dimethyl  Ammonlmn  Chloride  0.475%; 
Tetrasodium  Ethylenedlamine  Tetraace¬ 
tate  1.000%;  Trlsodlum  Phosphate  2.000%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(b)  of  interim  p<dlcy. 

EPA  File  Symbol  10226-LE.  Bockwood  Chemi¬ 
cal  Co.,  PO  Box  34,  Brawley  CA  92227.  • 
ROCKWOOD  BRAND  THIO— SULPHUR 
DUST  NO.  3-50.  Active  Ingredients:  En- 
dosulfan  (Hexachloro-Hexahydro-methano 
2,4,3-benzodioxathlepln  oxide  3.0%;  Sul¬ 
fur  50.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  25022-OR.  Sefco,  626  Olenn 
St.,  S.W..  Atlanta  OA  30312.  SWACK.  Active 
Ingredients:  (5-Benzyl-3-furyl) methyl  2,2- 
dimethyl  -  3  -  (2  -  methylpropenyl )  cyclopro¬ 
panecarboxylate  0.250%;  Related  com¬ 
pounds  0.034%.  Method  of  SuppOTt:  Ap¬ 
plication  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
pbllcy. 

EPA  FUe  Symbol  11547-OT.  Share  Corp.,  2656 
N.  126th  St.,  Brookfield  WI  53005.  SHARE 
CORP.  D-B-D  DISINFECTANT.  Active  In¬ 
gredients:  n-Alkyl  (60%  C14,  30%  C16,  6% 
C12,  5%  C18)  dimethyl  benzyl  ammonium 
chlorides  6%;  n-Alkyl  (68%  C12,  82% 
C14)  dimethyl  ethylbenzyl  ammonium 
chlorides  5%.  Method  of  Support:  Applica¬ 
tion  proceeds  rmder  2(b)  of  interim  policy. 
EPA  FUe  Sjrmbol  21327-E.  Southwestern 
Oraln  Supply  Co.,  1401-B  W.  7th  St.,  PO 
Box  3280,  AmarUlo  TX  79106.  SW  LABVA- 
CIDE  100  CHLOROPICRIN  (NON-PRES- 
SURIZED)  SPACE,  GRAIN,  AND  BOH, 
FUMIGANT,  Active  Ingredients:  Chloropl- 
crln  99%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  476-2043.  Stauffer  Chemical  Co., 
200  S.  47th  St.,  Richmond  CA  94804. 
STAUFFER  CHEMICALS  PROLATE  l-E 
EMULSIFIABLE  LIQUID.  Active  Ingredi¬ 
ents:  N-(mercaptomethyl)phthallmlde  S- 
(0,0-dlmethyl  phosphmrodlthloate)  11.6%; 
Petroleum  hydrocarbon  solvent  72.9%. 
Method  of  Support:  Application  proceeds 
under  2(c)  of  Interim  policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  476-2066.  Stauffer  Chemical 
Co.  DTFONATE  4-E  EMULSIFIABLE 
LIQUID  INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  O-Ethyl  S-Phenyl  Ethylphosphono- 
dlthloate  44.6%;  Petroleum  Hydrocarbon 
S<Uvent  44.9%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  \mder  2(c)  of  Interim 
poUcy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  476-2134.  Stauffer  Chemical 
Co.  DTFONATE  4-EC  EMULSIFIABLE 
LIQUID  INSECTICIDE.  Active  Ingre¬ 
dients:  O-Ethyl  S-Phenyl  Ethylphosphono- 
dlthloate  47.3%;  Petroleum  Hydrocarbon 
Solvent  42.1%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  imder  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  2935-48.  WUbur-Ellis  Co.,  PO 
Box  1286,  Fresno  CA  93715.  RED-TOP 
DUSTINQ  SULFUR.  Active  Ingredlentsc 
Sulfur  98%.  Method  of  Support:  AppUoa- 
tlon  proceeds  under  2(c)  ot  Interim 
policy. 
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EPA  Reg.  2935-92.  Wllbur-ElUs  Oo.  RED- 
TOP  SPRAT  SULFUR.  Active  Ingredients: 
sulfur  97.0%.  Method  of  Support:  Appli¬ 
cation  proceeds  under  2(c)  of  Interim 
policy. 

EPA  Reg.  No.  2935-306.  Wllbur-Ellls  Co. 
RED-TOP  THIODAN  6  SULFUR  25  DUST. 
Active  Ingredients:  Endosulfan  6%;  Sul¬ 
fur  25%.  Method  of  Support:  Application 
proceeds  under  2(c)  ot  Interim  policy. 

Dated;  November  26, 1974. 

John  B.  Ritch,  Jr., 
Director,  Registration  Division. 

|FR  Doc.74-28181  FUed  12-5-74:8:46  am] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

RADIO  TECHNICAL  COMMISSION  FOR 
AERONAUTICS 

Notice  of  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Pub.  L.  92^63,  notice  Is 
hereby  given  of  a  meeting  of  the  Radio 
Technical  Ckmunisslon  for  Aeronautics 
Special  Committee  126,  Airborne  OIAEQA 
Receivers.  It  is  to  be  held  on  January  15, 
1975,  in  Conference  Room  6A  and  B, 
PAA  Headquarters  Building,  800  Inde¬ 
pendence  Avenue,  SW,  Washington,  D.C., 
beginning  at  9  AJd. 

Agenda 

1.  Chairman’s  Opening  Comments — ^I. 
Lublin. 

2.  Introduction  of  Members  and  Oueets. 

3.  Special  Announcements. 

4.  Approval  of  Minutes  of  First  Meeting 
of  SC-126  held  on  September  18, 1074,  RTCA 
Paper  No.  106-74/SC126-4. 

6.  Report  of  Subcommittees: 

6.1  Low  Performance  Alrcri^t. 

62  High  Performance  Aircraft. 

6.  New  Business. 

7.  Assignment  of  Special  Tasks. 

8.  Announcement  of  date  and  place  of 
next  meeting. 

The  meeting  Is  open  to  the  public  on 
a  space  available  basis.  Any  members 
of  the  public  may  file  a  written  state¬ 
ment  with  the  Commission  either  before 
or  after  the  meeting.  Any  member  of  the 
public  wishing  to  make  an  oral  state¬ 
ment  must  consult  with  the  Commission 
prior  to  the  meeting. 

Those  desiring  more  specific  informa¬ 
tion  may  contact  the  RTCA  Secretariat, 
Suite  655,  1717  H  Street,  NW,  Washing- 
t(xi.  D.C.  20006,  or  phone.  Area  Code 
202/296-0484. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Vincent  J.  Mullins, 

Secretary. 

|FR  DOC.74-28S18  FUed  12-6-74:8:46  am] 

PRESIDENTIAL  CLEMENCY 
BOARD 

NOTICE  OF  MEETINGS 

November  29,  1974. 
Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
pxovlsknis  ctf  the  Federal  Advisory  C<»n- 


mittee  Act  of  1972,  that  meetings  of  the 
Presidential  Clemency  Board  will  be  held 
on  December  12,  13.  14  and  19,  20,  21, 
1974  in  Room  459,  Old  Executive  Office 
Building,  Washington,  D.C. 

These  meetings  will  not  be  open  to  the 
public  since  (1)  the  Board  will  discuss 
matters  related  solely  to  its  internal  per¬ 
sonnel  and  practices  under  5  U.S.C.  552- 
(b)<2)  and  (2)  will  examine  personnel 
and  similar  files,  disclosure  of  which 
would  constitute  an  imwarranted  inva¬ 
sion  of  privacy  under  (b)  (6)  of  the  same 
section. 

A  .  waiver  of  the  15-day  notice  provi¬ 
sions  has  been  granted  by  the  Director, 
Office  of  Management  and  Budget,  under 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-63,  as  revised,  per¬ 
taining  to  the  Federal  Advisory  Commit¬ 
tee  Act  of  1972.  This  waiver  is  required 
for  the  Board  to  give  immediate  con¬ 
sideration  to  those  recently  furloughed 
from  prison  under  Executive  Order  11803. 

Charles  E.  Goodell, 
Chaimuin. 

(FR  Doc.74-28492  FUed  12-6-74:8:46  am] 

GENERAL  SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

(Federal  Procurement  Regulations: 

Temporary  RegvUatlon  34] 

PROGRESS  PAYMENTS 
Increase  of  Permissible  Level 

1.  Purpose.  This  FPR  Temporary  Reg¬ 
ulation  amends  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Procurement  Regulations  to  in¬ 
crease  the  permissible  level  of  progress 
pamnents. 

2.  Effective  date.  This  regulation  is  ef¬ 
fective  December  16,  1974,  but  may  be 
observed  earlier  if  desired,  sis  provided 
in  FPR  §  1-30.503-1. 

3.  Expiration  date.  This  regulation  will 
continue  in  effect  until  csmceled. 

4.  Background.  The  Fedefsd  Procure¬ 
ment  Regulation  previously  has  provided 
for  70  percent  as  the  customary  rate  of 
progress  payments,  except  that  the  rate 
has  been  75  percent  for  certain  contracts 
with  small  business  concerns.  The  cus- 
tonmry  progress  payment  levels  author¬ 
ized  by  the  Armed  Services  Procurement 
Regulation  have  been  higher  in  recent 
yesirs  than  those  authorized  by  the  FPR. 
The  earlier  use  of  funds  and  savings  in 
contractors’  financing  costs,  particularly 
for  small  businesses,  can  be  expected  to 
improve  the  economy  and  to  Increase 
competition  with  the  prospect  of  lower 
prices  to  the  Government. 

5.  Explanation  of  changes.  The  stand¬ 
ard,  percentages  for  customary  progress 
pa3rments  as  authorized  by  Subpart  1- 
30.5  shall  be  at  the  rate  of  80  percent 
of  total  Incurred  costs.  However,  if  small 
business  concerns  are  involved,  whether 
on  the  basis  of  formal  advertising  or 
negotiation,  payment  shall  be  at  the  rate 
of  85  percent.  Solicitations  and  invita- 
tkms  for  bids  as  wtil  as  contract  clauses 


set  forth  in  1 1-30.519-1  shall  cite  these 
revised  rates  as  appropriate. 

Arthur  F.  Sampson, 
Administrator  of  General  Services. 

November  27,  1974. 

[FR  Doc.74r-28600  FUed  12-5-74:8:45  am) 

FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  RI75-70  and  RI75-71] 

SUN  OIL  CO.,  ET  AL. 

Order  Providing  for  Hearing  on  and  Sus¬ 
pension  of  Proposed  Changes  in  Rates, 
and  Allowing  Rate  Changes  To  Become 
Effective  Subject  to  Refund  ^ 

November  27, 1974. 

Respondents  have  filed  proposed 
changes  in  rates  and  charges  for  juris¬ 
dictional  sales  of  natural  gas,  as  set  forth 
In  Appendix  A  hereof. 

The  proposed  changed  rates  and 
charges  may  be  unjust,  xmreasonable, 
unduly  discriminatory,  or  preferential, 
or  otherwise  unlai^uL 
The  Commission  finds:  It  is  in  the 
public  interest  and  consistent  with  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  that  the  Commission 
enter  upon  hearings  regarding  the  law¬ 
fulness  of  the  proposed  changes,  and 
that  the  supplements  herein  be  sus¬ 
pended  and  their  use  be  deferred  as 
ordered  below. 

The  Commission  orders:  (A)  Under 
the  Natural  Gas  Act,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  4  and  15,  the  regulations  pertain¬ 
ing  thereto  [18  CFR,  Chapter  11,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  public  hearings  shall  be  held 
concerning  the  lawfulness  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  changes. 

(B)  Pending  hearings  and  decisions 
thereon,  the  rate  supplements  herein 
are  suspended  and  their  use  deferred 
until  date  shown  in  the  ‘'Date  Sus¬ 
pended  Until”  column.  Each  of  these 
supplements  shall  become  effective,  sub¬ 
ject  to  refund,  as  of  the  expiration  of  the 
suspension  period  without  any  further 
action  by  the  Respondent  or  by  the 
Commission.  Each  Respondent  shall 
comply  with  the  refunding  procedure 
required  by  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
S  154.102  of  the  Regulations  thereunder. 

(C)  Unless  otherwise  ordered  by  the 
Commission,  neither  the  suspended  sup¬ 
plements,  nor  the  rate  schedules  sought 
to  be  altered,  shall  be  changed  until  dis¬ 
position  of  these  proceedings  or  expira¬ 
tion  of  the  suspension  period,  whichever 
is  earlier. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Exnnxth  F.  Plumb, 

Secretary, 

*Does  not  consolidate  for  bearing  or  dls- 
poee  of  the  smvnl  mattea  herein. 
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R«ta  Sop- 
KdMd-  pl^ 
ole  nMnt 
No.  No. 


Purchaser  aud  producing  area 


Rns-T0.~  8wi  Ofl  Co - - - 108 


iTi.do . . . i 


C=».dO....... ....... - - - 

c....do _ _ _ 

c _ do . 

L....dO.... _ _ _ ...... - 

J.  >L  WilUams  a.kA. 
Jacquelin  M.  WUUams. 


12  El  Paso  Natural  Qas  Co.  (Bistt 
Field,  San  Juan  County,  N. 
Mex.)  (San  Juan  Basin  Sub 
Area)  Rocky  Mountain  Are^. 

14  El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.  ((Hk 
Uegoe  Canyon  Unit,  San  Juan 
County,  N.  Mex.)  (San  Juan 
Basin  Sub  Area)  (Rocky  Moun¬ 
tain  Area). 

17  El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.  (BlsU 
Field,  San  Joan  County,  N. 
Mex.)  (San  Juan  Basin  Sub 
Area)  (Rocky  Mountain  Ares). 

11  Northwest  Pipeline  Co.  (Qallegos 
Canyon,  San  Juan  County,  N. 
Mex.)  (San  Juui  Basin  Sub 
Area)  (Rocky  Mountain  Area). 

.r... _ do _ 

. do . . 

. do.. . . . . 

6 . do . 

.... _ do . . '. . . 

10  El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.  (Blanco 
Field,  San  Juan  and  Rio  Arriba 
Counties.  N.  Mexd  (San  Juan 
Basin  Sob  Area)  (Rocky  Moun¬ 
tain  Area). 


Amooat 

o( 

aamul 

inoresM 

Data  Bffectlva 
filing  data 

tenderM  unlass 
Bospended 

Data 

snspendad  - 
until— 

Caatapar  MoT 

Rata  In  Pn^ioaed 
afleot  tncnaaad 
rata 

Rata  In 
affaatsnb- 
jact  to 
rafrind  la 
dookat 
No. 

(^ 

10-81-74 . „• 

8-1-75 

>24.98 

>26.48 

Bn4-145. 

$1,652 

10-81-74  . . 

1-2-76 

>•24.96 

>26.48 

Rn4-145. 

0 

10-81-74  . . 

6-1-76 

>>28.6 

>29.0 

R174-146. 

0 

11-  1-74 . . 

8-1-76 

>•24.96 

>26.48 

Rn4-146. 

10,742 

11-  1-74 

8-1-75 

>•24.96 

>26.46 

Rn4-146. 

^  18 

11-  1-74  . . 

1-2-76 

>••24.6 

>•26.0 

Rn4-145. 

51 

11-  1-74 _ 

6-1-76 

>>28.6 

>29.0 

Rn4-146. 

.  0 

11-  1-74 . 

8-1-75 

>•>28.6 

>•29.0 

RI74-14S. 

546 

11-  1-74  . 

;  1-2-76 

>•24.5 

>26.0 

RI74-146. 

8 

11-  1-74  _ 

6-1-76 

>>28.6 

>29.0 

RI74-146. 

6,466 

11-  1-74 . 

6-16-76 

29.28 

•68.96 

RI72-62. 

'Unless  othttwise  stated,  the  pressure  base  is  15.025  lbAn*a. 
r  Base  rate— subject  to  applicable  taxes  and  Btu  adjustment. 

»  Currently  no  deliveries.  .... 

•  For  gas  delivered  from  acreage  dedicated  after  Oct.  r,  1968. 

*AppUcant’8  Intereet  is  covered  under  Northeast  Blanco  Development  Corp. 
FPC  Oas  Bate  Schedule  No.  1. 


*  Unilateral  increase  under  a  basic  contract  dated  Mar.  18, 1053  (terminated  effective 
Dec.  16,  1974);  base  rate  4SA6  cents  plus  8A6  cents  tax,  5.26  cents  Btu  and  1  cent 
liquids. 

i  For  sales  from  weHs  completed  prior  to  June  1, 1970. 

*  For  sales  bom  wells  completed  on  or  after  June  1, 1970. 


The  proposed  rate  Increases  which  exceed 
the  applicable  celling  rate  established  by 
Opinion  No.  658  are  suspended  Xor  five 
months.  Sun’s  proposed  rate  Increases  which 
exceed  the  applicable  area  ceiling  rate  In 
Order  No.  435  are  suspended  for  one  day, 
except  for  those  proposed  Increased  rates 
of  29  cents  per  Mcf  which  are  suspended  for 
five  months  because  of  the  rate  level 
Involved. 

J,  M.  Williams  d/b/a  Jacquelin  M.  WlUiams 
requests  a  one  day  suspension  from  the  pro¬ 
posed  effective  date.  Good  cause  has  not  been 
shown  for  granting  such  request,  and  It  Is 
denied. 

In  regard  to  any  sale  of  natural  gas  for 
which  the  proposed  Increased  rate  Is  filed 
under  the  provisions  of  Opinion  No.  699,  is¬ 
sued  June  21,  1974,  In  Docket  No.  It-389-B, 
no  part  of  the  proposed  rate  Increase  above 
the  prior  applicable  area  celling  rate  may  be 
made  effective  until  the  seller  submits  a 
statement  In  writing  demonstrating  that 
Opinion  No.  699  is  applicable  to  the  partlo- 
ular  Increased  rate  filing,  in  whole  or  in  part. 
The  proposed  Increased  rates  for  which  such 
support  shall  have  ben  satisfactorily  demon¬ 
strated  prior  to  September  23,  1974.  will  be 
made  effective  as  of  June  21,  1974. 

[FB  Doc.74-28438  Filed  12-4-74;8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  E-7571  and  E-75721 

UNION  ELECTRIC  CO.  AND  MISSOURI 
POWER  &  LIGHT  CO. 

Order  Approving  Settlement  Agreements 
November  27,  1974. 
On  September  3,  1974  Union  Electric 
Co.  (UE)  and  Missouri  Power  &  Light  Co. 
(MPL)  filed  a  Joint  Motion  for  Approval 
of  Stipulations  and  Agreements '  to 
terminate  the  proceedings  in  Docket  Nos. 
E-7571  and  E-7572.  If  approved,  the  set- 

*■  Filed  as  part  of  the  orlglnaL 


tlement  agreements  would  resolve  all  is¬ 
sues  in  these  proceedings. 

Docket  Nos.  E-7571  and  E-7572  were 
Initiated  by  UE’s  proposed  rate  Increase 
to  MPL,  and  MPL’s  proposed  rate  in¬ 
crease  to  Missouri  Edison  Company  (Edi¬ 
son).  The  requested  increases  were  for 
$1,017,777  and  $376,444,  respectively, 
based  on  1969  billings.  The  Commission, 
by  order  dated  February  26,  1971,  con¬ 
solidated  the  two  dockets,  accepted  the 
proposed  rates  for  filing,  and  suspended 
their  use  for  the  maximum  statutory 
period  imtil  July  27,  1971.  Additionally, 
the  interest  to  be  charged  on  any  refunds 
was  set  at  the  prime  rate  in  St.  Louis, 
Missouri  on  July  27, 1971,  and  the  inter¬ 
ventions  of  the  City  of  Jefferson,  Missouri 
and  the  Missouri  Public  Service  Conunis- 
sion  were  permitted. 

The  proposed  settlements  were  noticed 
on  September  13,  1974,  with  comments 
or  protests  due  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  26,  1974.  No  such  response  was  re¬ 
ceived.  The  principal  provisions  of  the 
settlement  agreements  may  be  siunmar- 
ized  as  follows: 

The  settlement  in  Docket  No.  E-7571 
is  based  upon  principles  established  in 
Opinion  No.  609,^  issued  January  24, 1972, 
except  that  the  allowable  rate  of  return 
will  be  8.00%.  Rates  to  be  charged  MPL 
by  UE*  are  herein  established  for  the 
period  from  July  27, 1971  to  and  includ¬ 
ing  Dec»nber  16,  1973.  The  aforemen¬ 
tioned  settlement  differs  from  the  sus¬ 
pended  rate  in  that: 

1.  The  demand  charge  is  incre$»ed  from 
$1.50  per  kW  to  $1,735. 


*  Docket  No.  E-7525,  Union  Electric  Cknn- 
pany,  47  FPO  144  (1972) . 

*  Under  FPC  Electric  Tariff  No.  49. 


2.  The  monthly  billing  demand  Is  reduced 
from  100  percent  to  80  percent  of  the  high¬ 
est  billing  demand  established  during  the 
preceding  12  months  including  the  current 
month. 

Rates  to  be  charged  MPL  by  UE  from 
Dec^ber  17, 1973  were  placed  into  effect 
on  that  date  pursuant  to  a  settlement 
agreement  in  Docket  No.  E-8215,  issued 
by  Commission  order  on  September  4, 
1974. 

The  settlement  in  Docket  No.  E-7572 
is  based  on  the  fiowing-through  of  the 
agreed-upon  UE  increase  to  MPL  in 
Docket  No.  E-7571  from  July  27,  1971  to 
December  17, 1973  and  the  Increase  from 
UE  to  MPL  allowed  In.Docket  No.  E-8215 
from  December  17,  1973.  Under  rate 
schedule  changes  originally  proposed  in 
Docket  No.  E-7572,  the  rate  schedule* 
would  have  automatically  refiected  in 
proportionate  part  any  further  rate 
changes  between  UE  and  MPL.  The  set¬ 
tlement  agreement,  however,  is  based  on 
explicit  demand  and  energy  rates. 

The  changes  from  the  suspended  rate 
for  the  period  from  July  27,  1971  to  and 
including  December  16, 1973  are: 

1.  The  demand  charge  Is  changed  from 
bluing  demand  equal  to  that  paid  by  MPL 
to  UE,  to  a  demand  charge  of  $1,735  per  kW. 

2.  The  monthly  bUllng  demand  Is  reduced 
from  100  percent  to  80  percent  of  the  high¬ 
est  bUling  demand  established  dxurlng  the 
preceding  12  months  Including  the  current 
month. 

The  further  changes  commencing  De¬ 
cember  17,  1973  are: 

1.  The  demand  charge  Is  $2.58  per  kW. 

2.  The  energy  charge  la  6.3  mills  per  kWh 
father  than  being  based  on  the  expense  oC 
purchases  from  UB. 


•  MPL  Rate  Schedule  No.  25. 
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Based  upon  our  review  of  the  record 
and  the  pleadings  In  these  dockets,  In¬ 
cluding  the  Settlement  Agreements 
themselves,  we  conclude  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  Agreements  represmt  a  reasonable 
resolution  of  the  issues  In  these  proceed¬ 
ings,  is  in  ttie  public  interest,  and  should 
be  approved,  as  hereinafter  ordered  and 
conditioned.  As  provided  in  our  Jvily  27, 
1971,  suspension  order  the  interest  rate 
on  the  refunds  to  be  made  shall  be  at 
the  prime  rate  in  St.  Louis,  Missouri 
on  that  date,  which  is  6  percent  per 
annum. 

The  Commission  finds  the  settlement 
of  these  proceedings  on  the  basis  of  the 
Settlement  Agreements  filed  in  these  pro¬ 
ceedings  is  reasonable,  appropriate  and 
in  the  public  interest,  as  hereinafter  or¬ 
dered  and  conditioned. 

The  Commission  orders:  That  (A) 
The  settlement  agreements-  of  UE/MPL 
and  MPL/Edlson,  as  filed  on  Septem¬ 
ber  3,  1974  in  Docket  Nos.  E-7571  and 
E-7572,  are  incorporated  herein  by  ref- 
eraice,  approved,  and  adopted  subject  to 
the  terms  and  conditions  of  this  order. 

(B)  Within  30  days  UE  and  MPL  shall 
file  revised  tariff  sheets  and  rate  sched¬ 
ule  changes  reflecting  rates  which  con¬ 
form  with  the  proposed  settlements  as 
herein  approved. 

(C)  Within  30  days  after  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  revised  tariff  sheets  and  rate 
schedule  changes  are  accepted  for  filing. 
X7B  and  MPL  shall  refund  to  MPL  and 
Edison,  respectively,  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  revenues  collected  imder  rates 
subject  to  refund  and  the  revenues 
permitted  imder  settlement  rates  ap¬ 
proved  herein,  with  interest  at  the  prime 
interest  rate  in  St.  Louis.  Missouri  on 
July  27,  1971  (6  percent  per  annum). 

(D)  This  (H^er  is  without  prejudice  to 
any  findings  or  orders  which  have  been 
made  or  Which  may  ha-eafter  be  made  by 
this  Commission,  and  it  is  without  preju¬ 
dice  to  any  claims  or  contentions  which 
may  be  made  by  the  Commission,  its 
Staff,  BE,  or  MFIj,  or  by  any  other 
party  or  person  affected  by  this  order  in 
any  proceedings  now  pending  or  hereaf¬ 
ter  instituted  by  or  against  BE,  MPL,  or 
any  other  person  or  party. 

(E)  The  Secretary  shall  cause  prompt 
publication  of  this  order  in  the  Fkdbbal 
Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Kehneth  F.  Pluhb, 

Secretary. 

(FR  D0C.74-3843d  filed  ia-5-74;8:46  sm] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

COMMONWEALTH  BANCSHARES,  INC. 

Order  Denying  Formation  of  Bank  Holding 
Company 

Commonwealth  Bancshares,  Inc.,  Dal- 
.  las,  Texas,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s 
approval  under  section  3(a)(1)  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  (12  B.S.C. 
1842(a)  (1) )  of  formation  of  a  bank  hold¬ 
ing  company  through  acquisition  of  88 
per  cent  of  the  voting  shares  of  Common¬ 
wealth  National  Bank  of  Dallas,  Dallas, 
Texas  (“Bank”). 


Notice  of  the  application,  affording 
opportunity  for  Interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views,  has  been 
given  in  accordance  with  section  3(b)  of 
the  Act.  The  time  for  filing  comments 
and  views  has  expired,  and  the  Board 
has  considered  the  application  and  all 
comments  received  in  light  of  the  factors 
set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  (12 
BJS.C.  1842(c)). 

Applicant  is  a  non(^rating  corpora¬ 
tion  organized  for  the  purpose  of  becom¬ 
ing  a  bank  holding  company  through  the 
acquisition  of  Bank.  The  sole  shareluddr 
ers  of  Applicant  are  three  indivlduels 
who  are  now  members  of  a  partnersdilp 
that  is  a  registered  one-bank  holding 
company  owning  about  59  per  cent  of 
Bank.  The  proposal  contemplates  shift¬ 
ing  control  of  ^nk  from  the  partnership, 
to  a  corporation  along  with  acquisition 
of  additional  shares  of  Bank  by  the  cor¬ 
poration.  With  deposits  of  $19.6  million. 
Bank  holds  approximately  .39  of  one  per 
cent  of  the  total  commercial  bank  de¬ 
posits  in  the  relevent  banking  market 
(approximated  by  the  Dallas  Ranally 
Metro  Area)  and  is  the  51st  largest  bemk 
in  that  market.^  Inasmuch  as  this  pro¬ 
posal  represents  essentially  a  reorga¬ 
nization  of  existing  interests  and  Appli¬ 
cant  hsis  no  present  banking  subsidiaries, 
the  acquisition  of  Bank  by  Applicant 
would  neither  eliminate  any  sigiiificant 
existing  or  potential  competition,  in¬ 
crease  the  concentration  of  banking  re¬ 
sources,  nor  have  any  adverse  effect  on 
competition  within  the  Dallas  market. 
Accordingly,  the  Board  concludes  that 
competitive  considerations  are  consistent 
with  approval  of  the  application. 

The  Board  has  indicated  on  previous 
occasions  that  it  believes  that  a  holding 
company  should  provide  a  source  of 
strength  to  its  subsidiary  bank(s),  and 
that  it  will  examine  closely  the  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  Ap>plicant  in  each  case  with 
this  view  in  mind.  The  proposal  involves 
an  acquisition  debt  of  approximately  $1.6 
million,  which  Applicant  proposes  to 
service  over  a  twelve-year  period  through 
a  50  percent  dividend  payout  fnun  Bank. 
In  recent  years.  Bank  has  not  paid  any 
dividends.  In  the  Board’s  view,  this  high 
level  of  debt  and  the  dividend  payout 
retpilied  from  Bank  to  service  the  debt 
could  place  an  undue  strain  on  Bank’s 
capital  position.  In  this  regard,  the  pro¬ 
jected  asset  and  deposit  growth  and 
earnings  from  the  Bank  between  1974- 
1985.  the  debt  retirement  period,  do  not 
appear  to  provide  Applicant  with  the 
necessary  financial  flexibility  to  meet  its 
ttnnnfti  debt  service  requirements  while 
maintaining  adequate  capital  at  Bank. 
On  the  basis  of  the  above  banking  fac¬ 
tors,  and  other  facts  of  record,  the  Board 
is  unable  to  conclude  that  it  would  be 
in  the  public  interest  to  permit  the  for¬ 
mation  of  a  one-bank  holding  company 
with  an  initial  debt  structure  which 
could  result  in  impairing  Bank’s  finan¬ 
cial  condition.  Accordingly,  the  Board 
concludes  that  the  financial  aspects  of 


*AU  banktng  data  are  as  of  DeonUber  81, 
1973,  unlees  otherwise  Indicated. 


Applicant’s  proposal  weigh  against  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application. 

The  proposed  formation  essentially  in¬ 
volves  the  reorganization  of  the  owner¬ 
ship  interests  of  the  partnership  without 
any  significant  changes  in  Bank’s  opera¬ 
tions  or  any  additional  services  offered 
to  customers  that  are  not  already  pro¬ 
vided  by  Bank.  Consequently,  considera¬ 
tions  relating  to  the  convenience  and 
needs  of  the  community  to  be  served  lend 
no  weight  toward  approval  of  the  appli¬ 
cation.  On  the  contrary,  as  noted  above, 
the  debt  service  requirements  of  Appli¬ 
cant’s  proposal  could  Impair  Bank’s  abil¬ 
ity  to  maintain  its  capital  adequacy  and 
to  continue  to  serve  the  community  as  a 
viable  banking  organization. 

On  the  basis  of  all  of  the  circumstances 
concerning  this  application,  the  Board 
concludes  that  the  financial  considera¬ 
tions  involved  in  this  proposal  present 
adverse  circumstances  bearing  upon  the 
financial  condition  and  prospects  of  both 
Applicant  and  Bank.  Such  adverse  fac¬ 
tors  are  not  outweighed  by  any  procom- 
petltive  effects  or  by  l^eflts  which 
would  result  in  serving  the  convenience 
and  needs  of  the  community.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  is  the  Board’s  Judgmmit  that  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application  would  not  be 
In  the  public  Interest  and  that  the  appli¬ 
cation  should  be  denied. 

On  the  basis  of  the  record,  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  denied  for  ttie  reasons  sum¬ 
marized  above. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
effective  November  27, 1974. 

[seal]  GanrriTH  L.  Garwood, 

Acting  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

{FB  Doo.74-28504  FUmI  13-5-74:8:45  am] 

FIRST  CITY  BANCORPORATION  OF 
TEXAS,  INC. 

Order  Denying  Request  for 
Reconsideration 

First  City  Banoorporatkm  cA  Texas, 
Inc.,  Houstim,  Texas,  has  requested  re¬ 
consideration  of  the  Order  of  June  26, 
1974,  whereby  the  Board  of  Governors 
dolled  the  application  of  First  City 
Bancorporation  for  prior  approval  for 
the  acquisition  of  100  per  cent  of  the 
voting  shares  (less  directors’  qualifying 
shares)  of  the  successor  by  merger  to 
Meyerland  Bank,  Houston,  ’Texas,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  3(a)(3)  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  n.S.C.  1842 
(a)(3)). 

This  request  for  reconsideration  Is  filed 
pursuant  to  S  282.3(g>  (5)  of  the  Board’s 
rules  of  procedures  which  provides  that 
the  Board  will  not  grant  any  request  for 
reconsideration  “unless  the  request  pre¬ 
sents  relevant  facts  that,  for  good  cause 
shown,  were  not  previously  presented  to 
the  Board,  ox  unless  it  otherwise  appears 
to  the  Board  that  reconsideration  would 
be  i4)proprlate.” 

■Voting  for  this  action:  Vice  Chairman 
MltcheU,  and  Governors  Sheehan.  Holland, 
Walllch  and  Coldwell.  Absent  and  not  voting: 
Chairman  Burns  and  Governor  Bucher. 
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The  Board  has  considered  the  material 
submitted  in  Applicant’s  Request  for  Re¬ 
consideration  and  finds  that  it  does  not 
present  new  facts  that,  for  good  caxise 
shown,  were  not  previously  presented  to 
the  Board.  Accordingly,  the  Request  for 
Reconsideration  is  hereby  denied  for  the 
reasons  set  forth  in  the  Board's  State¬ 
ment,  which  will  be  released  at  a  later 
date. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors.* 
effective  November  27, 1974. 

[sbal]  Orutith  L.  Garwood, 
Acting  Secretary  of  the  Bottrd. 

[PR  Doc.74-28505  PUed  12-6-74:8:48  ami 


MELLON  NATIONM.  CORP. 

Proposed  Acquisition  of  Local  Loan  Co. 

-  Mellon  Naticmal  Corp.,  Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania,  has  applied,  pursuant  to 
section  4(c)  (8)  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1843(c)(8)) 
and  §  225.4(b)  (2)  of  the  Board’s 
Regulation  Y,  for  permission  to  acquire 
100  per  cent  of  the  voting  shares  of 
Local  Loan  Co.,  Chicago,  Illinois.  No¬ 
tice  of  the  application  was  published  be¬ 
tween  September  20  and  27,  1974  and 
on  October  3.  11  and  12,  1974  in  news¬ 
papers  of  general  circulation  in  each  of 
the  communities  in  which  there  is  lo¬ 
cated  one  or  more  of  the  124  offices  of 
Local  Loan  Co.  The  subsidiaries  of  Local 
Loan  Co.  operate  offices  in  the  states  of 
California,  Colorado,  Florida.  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Minnesota.  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  York,  Oregon,  Washington, 
and  Wisconsin. 

Applicant  states  that  the  proposed 
subsidiary  would  engage  in  maki^  or 
acquiring,  for  its  own  account,  loans 
and  other  extensions  of  credit  such  as 
would  be  made  by  a  commercial  finance 
company;  and  in  acting  as  agent  for  the 
sale  of  credit  life  and  credit  accident 
and  health  insurance.  Such  activities 
have  been  specified  by  the  Board  in 
S  225.4(a)  of  Regulation  Y  as  per¬ 
missible  for  bank  holding  companies, 
subject  to  Board  approval  of  individual 
proposals  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
cedures  of  §  225.4(b). 

Interested  persons  may  express  their 
views  on  the  question  whether  consum¬ 
mation  of  the  proposal  can  “reasonably 
be  expected  to  produce  benefits  to  the 
public,  such  as  greater  convenience,  in¬ 
creased  competition,  or  gains  in  effi¬ 
ciency,  that  outweigh  possible  adverse 
effects,  such  as  undue  concentration  of 
resources,  decreased  or  unfair  competi¬ 
tion,  conflicts  of  interests,  or  unsound 
banking  practices.”  Any  request  for  a 
hearing  on  this  question  should  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  statement  summarizing 
the  evidence  the  person  requesting  the 
hearing  proposes  to  submit  or  to  elicit 
at  the  hearing  and  a  statement  of  the 
reasons  why  this  matter  shcndd  not  be 
resolved  without  a  hearing. 


1  Voting  for  this  action:  Vice  ChalrBuui 
Mltcb^  and  Oovernon  Sheehan,  HonantL 
Walllch  and  ColdweU.  Abaent  and  not  voting: 
Chairman  Btims  and  Governor  Bucher. 


The  application  may  be  Inspected  at 
the  offices  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Cleve¬ 
land. 

Any  views  or  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  writing  and  re¬ 
ceived  by  the  Secretary,  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System. 
Washington,  D.C.  20551,  not  later  than 
December  30,  1974. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  November  26, 1974. 

[seal]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board, 

[FB  Doc.74-a8502  FUed  12-6-74:8:45  am] 


TENNESSEE  VALLEY  BANCORP,  INC. 

Order  Approving  Acquisition  of  Bank 

Tennessee  Valley  Bancorp,  Inc..  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tennessee,  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  within  the  meaning  of  the  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act,  has  applied  for 
the  Board’s  approval  tmder  section  3(a) 
(3)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(a)(3)) 
to  convert  nonvoting  preferred  shares 
into  50  per  cent  or' more  of  the  voting 
shares  of  Mountain  Empire  Bank, 
Johnson  City,  Tennessee  (“Bank”),  a 
proposed  new  bank. 

Notice  of  the  application,  affording 
opportimity  for  Interested  persons  to 
submit  comments  and  views,  has  been 
given  in  accordance  with  section  3(b) 
of  the  Act.  The  time  for  filing  com¬ 
ments  and  views  has  expired,  and  the 
Board  has  considered  the  application 
and  all  comments  received,  including 
those  of  the  Tennessee  Bankers  Associa¬ 
tion  and  its  Independent  Bankers  Divi¬ 
sion.  the  Tennessee  Association  of  Reg¬ 
istered  Bank  Holding  Companies,  and 
three  Tennessee  banks,  in  light  of  the 
factors  set  forth  in  section  3(c)  of  the 
Act(12U.S.C.  1842(c)). 

Applicant,  the  fifth  largest  bank 
holding  company  in  Tennessee,  controls 
11  banks  with  aggregate  deposits  of  $935 
millicm,  representing  8.0  per  cent  of 
total  commercial  bank  deposits  in  the 
State.*  Since  Bank  is  a  proposed  new 
bank,  consummation  of  the  proposal 
would  not  Immediately  Increase  Appli¬ 
cant’s  share  of  Statewide  deposits. 

Bank  is  to  be  located  in  the  Johnson 
City  banking  market,*  which  is  the 
relevant  market.  Applicant  is  the  fourth 
largest  banking  organization  in  the 
Johnson  CJIty  banking  market,  con¬ 
trolling  through  one  subsidiary  bank  11.3 
per  cent  at  total  deposits  held  by  com¬ 
mercial  banks  in  tte  market.  The  two 
largest  banking  organizations  In  the 
market  (both  multi-bank  holding  com¬ 
panies)  control  approximately  72  per  cent 
of  the  market’s  commercial  bank  de¬ 
posits.  Since  Bank  is  a  pit^^osed  new 


>  All  banking  data  are  as  of  December  31, 
1973.  and  reflect  bank  holding  company  for¬ 
mations  and  aeqrilsittona  approved  through 
OctoberSl.  1974. 

‘The  Johnami  City  banking  market  la  ap¬ 
proximated  by  the  following  cities:  BUza- 
bethton,  Jonesboro,  Limestone,  and  John¬ 
son  City,  Tennessee. 


bank,  consummation  of  the  proposal 
would  not  eliminate  any  existing  com¬ 
petition  between  Applicant  and  Bank, 
nor  would  it  result  in  an  increase  in  the 
concentration  of  Banking  resources  in  the 
market.  Furthermore,  it  does  not  appear 
that  any  significant  potential  competon 
would  be  foreclosed  as  a  result  of  the 
consummation  of  the  proposal.  Ap¬ 
plicant  does  not  occupy  a  dominant  pt^- 
tlon  in  the  market,  and  it  does  not  appear 
that  the  present  proposal  would  raise 
significant  barriers  to  entry  from  other 
organizations  or  individuals  not  presently 
in  the  market.  Accordingly,  on  the  basis 
of  the  record  before  it,  the  Board  con¬ 
cludes  that  competitive  considerations 
are  consistent  ^th  approval  of  the 
application. 

The  financial  and  managerial  resources 
and  prospects  of  Applicant,  its  subsidiary 
banks,  and  Bank  are  regarded  as  gen¬ 
erally  satisfactory,  particularly  in  view 
of  Applicant’s  commitments  to  inject 
capital  into  certain  of  its  subsidiaries. 
Thus,  considerations  relating  to  banking 
factors  are  consistent  with  approval. 
Oonsideratlons  relating  to  the  con¬ 
venience  and  needs  of  the  community  to 
be  served  lend  some  welidit  toward  ap¬ 
proval  since  Bank  would  serve  as  an  al¬ 
ternative  source  of  full  banking  services 
to  residents  of  the  area. 

In  its  consideration  of  the  subject 
application,  it  is  noted  that  the  Tennes¬ 
see  Bankers  Association,  its  Independent 
Bankers  Division  the  Tennessee  Associa¬ 
tion  of  Registered  Bank  Holding 
Companies,  and  three  commercial  banks 
in  Tennessee  (here  collectively  referred 
to  as  “Protestants”)  have  objected  to  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  application.  The  protes- 
tants  contend  generally  that  1)  approval 
of  the  proposal  would  violate  provisions 
of  the  Tennessee  Bank  Structure  Act  of 
1974;  and  2)  Tennessee  Valley 
Bancorp  hsis  violated  section  3  of  the 
Bank  Holding  Company  Act  by  acquir¬ 
ing  control  of  Bank  without  the  prior 
approval  of  the  Board,  as  required  the 
Act.  Ubon  receipt  of  the  objections  to 
the  application,  the  Board  accorded  Ap¬ 
plicant  an  opportunity  to  respond  to 
the  points  raised  by  the  protestants  and 
Applicant  availed  itself  of  the  opportu¬ 
nity  to  respond.  The  Board  has  con^ 
sldered  fully  the  comments  received 
ftom  the  protestants.  Applicant’s  re¬ 
sponse  thereto,  and  additional  submis¬ 
sions  on  behalf  of  certain  of  the 
protestants  and,  for  the  rejisons  siun- 
marlzed  below,  concludes  that  1) 
approval  of  the  subject  proposal  la  not 
barred  by  the  provisions  of  the  Tennessee 
Bank  Structure  Act  of  1974;  and  2) 
Tennessee  Valley  Bancorp  has  not 
violated  section  3  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Ckunpany  Act  by  acquiring  control  of 
Bank  without  the  prior  approval  of  the 
Board,  as  required  by  the  Act. 

We  turn  first  to  the  contention  of  pro¬ 
testants  that  approval  of  the  subject 
proposal  would  vitdate  the  provisions  of 
the  Tennessee  Bank  Struetare  Act.  If 
the  contention  of  the  protestants  is  cor¬ 
rect.  it  is  clear  that  the  Board  may  not 
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a|)prove  the  proposal.*  The  Tennessee 
Bank  Structure  Act  became  effective  on 
March  4,  1974.  Its  purpose,  broadly 
stated,  is  to  prohibit,  until  after  Jan¬ 
uary  1,  1980,  the  acquisition  by  a  regis¬ 
tered  bank  holding  company  of  any  bank 
which  has  been  in  existence  for  a  period 
of  less  them  five  years,  which  would  in¬ 
clude  a  de  novo  bank.  While  there  are 
severed  exceptions  in  the  statute  not  here 
relevant,  section  3(c)  of  the  Act  does 
permit  a  bemk  holding  company  to  ac¬ 
quire  shares  of  a  bemk  if  the  holding 
company  held  more  than  50  percent  of 
such  bemk’s  shares  prior  to  March  4, 
1974.  Protestants  eu*gue  that  the  sub¬ 
ject  proposal,  involving  the  acquisition 
of  50,000  nonvoting  convertible  preferred 
shares  of  Bank  by  Tennessee  Valley 
Bemcorp,  is  an  attempt  to  circiunvent 
the  provisions  of  the  Tennessee  Bank 
Structiu’e  Act  and  is  clearly  contrary  to 
the  legislative  intent  of  the  Act. 

Being  recently  enacted,  the  relevant 
provisions  of  the  Tennessee  Bank  Struc- 
tiu«  Act  have  yet  to  be  interpreted  by 
any  Tennessee  Court.  In  exercising  its 
responsibilities  under  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act,  the  Board  would  normally 
look  to  such  authoritative  State  court 
interpretations  of  a  State  statute  in 
instances  where  protestants  to  a  fold¬ 
ing  company  proposal  contend  that  the 
proposal  would  contrt.7cne  State  law. 
Failing  a  judicial  decision  on  the  ques- 
ti(m,  the  Board  inquires  next  to  see  if 
the  Attorney  General  in  the  State  has 
rendered  an  opinion  that  would  assist  the 
Board  in  resolving  the  issue.  Here  too.  the 
Board  is  imaware  of  any  Attorney  Gen¬ 
eral  opinion  on  the  question,  nor  have 
the  Applicant  or  the  protestants  cited  the 
Bocu:d  to  any  such  opinion  in  support  of 
their  respective  positions.  It  appears  from 
the  record  that  the  only  authoritative 
<H)inion  that  has  been  rendered  on  the 
question  has  been  that  of  the  Acting 
Commissioner  of  Banking  for  the  State 
of  Tennessee,  who  has  indicated  that  the 
Tennessee  Department  of  Banking  has  no 
objection  to  the  proposal.*  The  Acting 
Commissioner  states:  “Since  there  ap¬ 
pears  to  be  no  legal  obstacle  to  the  pro¬ 
posal,  we  have  no  objection  thereto.”  The 
Acting  Commissioner  goes  on  to  examine 
the  applicability  of  the  Teimessee  Bank 
Structure  Act  to  the  proposal  and  finds 
that  Tennessee  Valley  Bancorp  benefits 
from  the  exception  in  section  3(c)  of  the 
Act,  since  Tennessee  Valley  Bancorp 
owned  more  than  50  percent  of  the  shares 
of  Bank  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the 
statute.  The  Acting  Commissioner  refers 
specifically  to  the  fact  that  the  Act  makes 
no  distinction  between  voting  and  non¬ 
voting  stock  and  states:  “Thus,  if  a  hold¬ 
ing  company  owns  a  majority  of  all  the 
shares  of  a  new  bank,  regardless  of  their 
class,  it  can  make  use  of  the  exception 
afforded  by  section  3(c).” 


*  See  .Whitney  National  Bank  In  Jefferson 
Palish  V.  Bank  of  New  Orleans  &  Trust  Co., 
879UJ3.411  (1965). 

*  Letter  of  March  6,  1974,  from  Blugh  F. 
Sinclair.  Acting  Commissioner  of  Banking, 
State  of  Tennessee,  to  Federal  Reserve  Bank 
of  Atlanta. 


In  the  Board’s  view,  the  opinion  of  the 
Acting  Commissioner  of  Banking  is  well 
reasoned  and  consistent  with  the  plMn 
language  of  the  relevant  statute.  Where 
as  here,  the  State’s  administrative  officer 
authorized  imder  Tennessee  law  to  inter¬ 
pret  the  banking  laws  of  the  State  and  to 
r^ulate  banking  practices  has  advised 
the  Board  of  his  view  that  the  proposal 
is  permissible  under  State  law,  the  Board 
believes  that  it  would  be  inappropriate 
for  it  to  adopt  a  contrary  interpretation 
of  the  statute  in  question,  particularly 
when  the  Acting  Commissioner’s  opinion 
is  not  clearh^  erroneous  and  is  consistent 
with  the  plain  language  of  the  statute. 
Accordingly,  the  Board  concludes  that 
the  subject  proposal  is  not  prohibited  by 
the  Tennessee  Bank  Structure  Act  and, 
therefore.  Board  approval  of  the  appli¬ 
cation  is  not  barred. 

Turning  to  the  second  contention  of 
the  protestants.  i.e.,  that  Tennessee  Val¬ 
ley  Bancorp  has  violated  the  Bank  Hold¬ 
ing  Company  Act  by  acquiring  a  con¬ 
trolling  influence  over  the  management 
and  affairs  of  Bank  without  the  prior 
approval  of  the  Board,  as  required  by  the 
Act,  the  Board  also  finds  this  argument 
to  be  no  impediment  to  approval  of  the 
subject  application.  In  this  regard  pro¬ 
testants  rely  on  the  presximptlons  of  con¬ 
trol  foimd  in  Regulation  Y.  These  pre¬ 
sumptions  of  control,  adopted  by  the 
Board  for  use  in  proceedings  instituted  by 
the  Board,  provide  that  the  Board  may 
determine,  as  provided  by  the  Act,  after 
notice  and  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing, 
that  a  company  directly  or  indirectly  ex¬ 
ercises  a  controlling  influence  over  the 
management  or  policies  of  a  bank.  If  one 
of  the  regulatory  presumptions  of  con¬ 
trol  applies  under  a  given  situation,  the 
procedures  set  forth  in  the  regulation 
provide  that  the  Board  Inform  the  com¬ 
pany  that  the  Board  has  made  a  prelimi¬ 
nary  determination  of  control  and  the 
company  is  given  the  opportunity  to,  “(1) 
Indicate  to  the  Board  its  willingness  to 
terminate  the  control  relationship  *  •  • ; 
(11)  state  that  it  will  promptly  se^ 
Board  approval  to  retain  the  control 
relationship,  •  •  •;  or  (ill)  set  forth 
such  facts  and  circiunstances  as  msy 
support  its  contention  that  there  Is  not 
a  control  relationship.” 

Assuming  for  the  purposes  of  the  dis¬ 
cussion  that  Bank  constitutes  a  “bank” 
as  defined  in  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act,  since  the  Board  is  only  empowered 
to  find  a  control  relationship  after  notice 
and  opportunity  for  hearing,  due  process 
of  law  prevents  a  finding  of  control  which 
would  relate  back  so  as  to  constitute  a 
violation  of  the  Bank  Holding  Company 
Act.*  A  violation  would,  however,  occur 
were  a  company  to  fail  to  apply  to  re¬ 
tain  the  control  relationship  after  a 

■It  Bhoiild  be  noted  that  Indirect  control 
of  the  voting  shares  of  a  bank  as  for  Instance 
through  officers  and  directors  of  the  holding 
company,  without  prior  Board  iq>proval. 
would  of  course  constitute  a  violation  of  the 
Act. 


finding  of  control  or  to  refuse  to  divest 
the  control  relationship  were  the  Board 
to  dffiiy  any  such  retention  application. 
Thus,  the  second  contention  of  the  pro¬ 
testants  does  not  preclude  favorable 
Board  action  on  the  subject  application. 

Accordingly,  on  the  basis  of  the  entire 
record,  it  is  the  Board’s  judgment  that 
consummation  of  the  proposed  acquisi¬ 
tion  would  be  in  the  public  interest  and. 
for  the  reason  summarized  above,  the 
application  should  be,  and  is  hereby  ap¬ 
proved.  The  transaction  shall  not  be 
made  (a)  before  the  thirtieth  calendar 
day  following  the  effective  date  of  this 
Order  or  (b)  later  than  three  months 
after  that  date,  and  (c)  Mountain  Em¬ 
pire  Bank,  Johnson  City,  Tennessee, 
shall  be  opened  for  business  not  later 
than  six  months  after  the  effective  date 
of  this  Order.  Each  of  the  periods  de¬ 
scribed  in  (b)  and  (c)  may  be  extended 
for  good  cause  by  the  Board,  or  by  the 
Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Atlanta  pur¬ 
suant  to  delegated  authority. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
effective  November  26,  1974. 

[seal]  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.74  28503  FUed  12-5-74;8:45  am] 

INTERIM  COMPLIANCE  PANEL 
(COAL  MINE  HEALTH  AND  SAFETY) 
H  &  W  COAL  CO..  ET  AL. 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits;  Electric 
Face  Equipment  Standard;  Opportunity 
for  Public  Hearing 

Applications  for  Renewal  Permits  for 
Noncompliance  with  the  Electric  Face 
Equipment  Standard  prescribed  by  the 
Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and  Safety 
Act  of  1969  have  been  received  for  Items 
of  equipment  in  underground  coal  mines 
as  follows: 

(1)  ICP  Docket  No.  4171-000,  H  &  W  COAL 

COMPANY.  Mine  No.  2,  Mine  ID  No. 
40  00232  0,  Devonla,  Tennessee, 

ICP  Permit  No.  4171-005  (8  &  B 
UAT-86  Unatrac,  Ser.  No.  UAT86- 
153), 

ICP  Permit  No.  4171-006  (S  &  8 
UAT-86  Unatrac,  Ser.  No.  UAT- 
86). 

(2)  ICP  Docket  No.  4176-000,  LOIS  COAL 

COMPANY,  Mine  No.  1.  Mine  ID  No. 
44  03482  0,  Grundy,  Virginia  24614, 
ICP  Permit  No.  4176-001-R-2 
(Stacy's  :^lnner  Loading  Machine, 
Ser.  No.  206), 

ICP  Permit  No.  4176-004-R-2  (Royal 
Cutting  Machine,  Ser.  No.  63), 
ICP  Permit  No.  4176-005-Rr-2  (Bai¬ 
ley’s  Battery  Powered  Tractor,  Ser. 
No.  78) . 

(3)  ICP  Docket  No.  4194-000,  DILSTON 

CORPORAnON,  Mine  No.  1.  Mine  ID 
No.  44  02221  0,  Grundy,  Virginia, 
ICP  Permit  No.  4194-001  (Bailey 
4-W  Tractor,  IX>.  No.  8) , 

ICP  Permit  No.  4194-002  (BaUe/  4-W 
Tractor,  I J}.  No.  9) . 


•Voting  for  this  action:  Chairman  Burns 
and  Governors  Mitchell,  Sheehan,  Bucher, 
Hollimd,  Walllch,  and  Coldwell. 
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(4)  ICP  Docket  No.  4198-000  DlLSTOtf  COB- 
PORATION.  Mine  No.  3.  Mina  ID  Na 
44  01549  0.  Grundy,  Virginia. 

XCP  Permit  No.  4198-002  (ft  &  S 
Tractor,  ID.  No.  2) . 

ICP  Permit  No.  4198-003  (S  &  S 
Tractor,  I.D.  No.  sy, 

ICP  Permit  No.  4195-004  (BaUey 
TractOT,  ID.  No.  4), 

ICP  Permit  No.  4195-005  (Bcdley 
Tractor.  I.D.  No.  8>. 

ICP  Permit  No.  4198-006  (Bailey- 
Tractor,  ID.  No.  6), 

^  XCP  Permit  No.  4195-007  (Bailey 
Tractor,  I.D.  No.  7). 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  ot 
§  504.7(b)  of  Title  30,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an  ap- 
plicaticm  for  a  renewal  permit  may  be 
hied  on  or  before  December  23.  1974. 
Requests  for  public  hearing  must  be  hied 
in  accordance  with  30  CPR  Part  505  (35 
FR  11296,  July  15.  1970),  as  amended, 
copies  of  which  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Panel  upon  request. 

A  copy  of  each  application  is  available 
for  inspection  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  hied  in  the  (rfhce  of  the 
Correspondence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel,  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington.  D.C.  20006. 

Dated:  December  2, 1974. 

Geokgb  a.  Hornbbck. 

ChaimuM, 

Interim  Compliance  PaneL 

(PR  Doc.74-28480  Filed  12-8-74;8:45  am] 


INLAND  STEEL  CO. 

Application  for  Renewal  Permit; 
Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing 

Application  for  Renewal  Permit  for 
Noncompliance  with  the  Mandatory  Dust 
Standard  (2.0  mg/m*)  has  been  received 
as  follows: 

ICP  Docket  No.  20257,  INLAND  STEEL  COM¬ 
PANY.  Inland  Mine.  Mine  ID  Na  11  00601 
0,  Sesser.  Illinois. 

Section  ID  No.  001-0  (#1  Maine  West). 
Section  ID  No.  013-0  (#1  Mains  East) . 
Section  ID  No.  027-0  (10  Left.  #1  Mains 
West). 

Section  ID  No.  028-0  (10  Bight,  #lMains 
West), 

Section  ID  No.  029-0  (#1  Mains  West)-, 
West), 

Section  ID  No.  030-0  (11  Left,  #1  Mains 
West), 

Secticm  ID  No.  031-0  (3  Left,  #1  Mains 
East), 

Section  ID  NO.  OSft-O  (4  Left,  #1  Mains 
Bast), 

Section  ID  No.  088-0  (6  Big^t,  #1  Mataw 
East), 

Section  ID  NO.  034-0  (7  Right,  #1 
Bast), 

Section  m  No.  038-0  (8  Right,  #1  Mains 
Bast), 

Sectica  ID  No.  066-0  (12  Left.  #1  MMns 
West). 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  202(b)  (4)  (30  UJS.C.  842(b)  (4) ) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969  (83  Stat.  742,  et  secu 
Pub.  L.  91-173),  notice  Is  hereby  given 
that  requests  for  public  hearing  as  to  an 
an^atlon  fbr  renewed  may  be  ffled  on 


or  before  Dec«nber  23, 1974.  Requests  for 
public  hearings  must  be  hied  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  30  CFR  Part  505  (35  FR  11296, 
July  15,  1970),  as  amended,  copies  of 
which  may  be  obtained  from  the  Pan^ 
on  request. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  Inspection  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  hied  in  the  office  of  the 
Ck)rrespondence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
Compliance  Panel,  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Dated:  December  2, 1974. 

C.  Donald  Nagls, 

Vice  Chairman, 
Interim  Compliance  Panel. 

(PR  Doc.74-28488  PUed  12-5-74:8:45  am] 


KAISER  STEEL  CORP. 

Application  for  Renewal  Permit; 
Opportunity  for  Public  Hearing 

Application  for  Renewal  Permit  for 
Ncmcompliance  with  the  Mandatory  Dust 
Standard  (2.0  mg/m’)  has  been  received 
as  follows: 

I<3P  Docket  No.  20479,  KAISER  STEEL 
CORPORATION,  Sunnyslde  Mine  No.  1, 
Mine  ID  No.  42  0  0093  0.  Sunnyslde,  Utah, 
Section  ID  No.  031-0  ( 1st  Left) . 

Section  ID  No.  032-0  ( 17th  Left) . 

In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  202(b)  (4)  (30  U.S.C.  842(b)  (4)) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969  (83  Stat.  742,  et  seq.. 
Pub.  L.  91-173),  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  requests  for  public  hearing  as  to 
an  application  for  renewal  may  be  hied 
on  or  before  December  23,  1974.  Re¬ 
quests  for  public  hearing  muik  be  hied  in 
accordance  with  30  C7FR  Part  505  (35  FR 
11296,  July  15, 1970),  as  amended,  copies 
of  which  may  be  obtained  from  the  Panel 
on  request. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  available 
for  Inspection  and  requests  for  public 
hearing  may  be  hied  in  the  office  of  the 
Correspondence  Control  Officer,  Interim 
C!ompliance  Panel.  Room  800,  1730  K 
Street,  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 

Dated:  December  2, 1974. 

CteORGE  A.  HORNBECK, 

Chairman, 

Interim  Compliance  Panel. 
[PRDoc.74-2848e  Piled  12-5-74:8:46  am] 

OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  reports  intended  for  use  ki 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Managemrat 
and  Budget  on  December  3,  1974  (44 
use  3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing 
this  list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to 
Inform  the  public. 

The  Hat  includes  tihe  title  of  eai^  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 


formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  the  frequency  with  which  the 
information  is  proposed  to  be  collected; 
the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  reviewing 
division  within  OMB,  and  an  indication 
of  who  will  be  the  re^ndents  to  the 
proposed  collection. 

The  symbol  (x)  identifies  proposals 
which  appear  to  raise  no  significant  is¬ 
sues,  and  are  to  be  approved  after  brief 
iK>tlce  through  this  release. 

Puther  Information  about  the  items  on 
this  Daily  List  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Clearance  CMBce,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget.  Washington,  D.C.  26503, 
(202-395-4529),  or  from  the  reviewer 
listed. 

Nsw  PoBin 

DEPARTMENT  OT  AGBICDLXCTRB 

Statistical  Reporting  Service:  Processors  and 
Handlers  Survey,  Form  — ,  Single  time. 
Lowiy  (396-3772),  Processors  and  handlers 
ot  agriculture  commodltlae. 

SKPARTMENT  OT  COMMXBCB 

Departmental:  Survey  of  Industrial  Energy 
Use,  Form  — ,  Single  time,  VTMner  (S95- 
4890) ,  Large  users  ot  energy. 

DEPARTMENT  OT  THE  INTERIOR 

National  Psuk  Service:  Survey  of  Nationai 
Landmark  Owners,  Form  — .  Single  time. 
Planchon  (395-3898),  Owners  of  National 
Landmark  properties. 

Revisions 

None. 

Extensions 

DSPARTMKNT  OT  AGSICULTintS 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service:  Cotton 
Prices  Landed  MIU  Points,  Form  CN  293, 
CN  298-1.  Weekly.  Evinger  (398-3648), 
Business  firms. 

Phillip  D.  Larseh, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.74-28642  FUed  12-5-74:8:45  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(PUe  No.  500-1] 

BIO-MEDICAL  SCIENCES,  INC. 
Suspension  of  Trading 

November  29.  1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex- 
(^lange  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Bio-Medical  Sciences,  me.  being 
traded  otherwise  than  on  a  national  se¬ 
curities  exchange  is  required  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  for  the  proteetkm  ci.  in¬ 
vestors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  excdiange 
is  suspended,  for  the  period  from  Novem¬ 
ber  30, 1974  through  Decotaber  9, 1974. 
By  the  Commission. 

[sbslI  Shxblbt  E.  Holus, 

Atttitmmt  Seeretarw. 

(FR  Doe.74-S8656  FUed  12-5-74;6:48  am] 
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NOTICES 


IBel.  No.  8594] 

BOSTON  MUTUAL  EQUITY  GROWTH 
FUND,  INC.;  THE  PRUDENTIAL  FUND 
OF  BOSTON,  INC. 

Application  for  an  Order  of  Exemption 
November  27.  1974. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Boston 
Mutual  Equity  Growth  Fund.  Bic.. 
120  Royall  Street,  Canton,  Massachusetts 
02021,  (“BMEO”)  and  The  Prudential 
Fund  of  Boston.  Inc.  50  Congress  Street^ 
Boston.  Mass.  02109  (812-3575)  (“Pru¬ 
dential”)  (collectively  referred  to  as 
“Applicants”),  open-end,  diversified  in¬ 
vestment  companies  registered  imder  the 
Investment  Company  Act  of  1940  (“Act”) 
hied  an  application  on  December  20, 
1973  and  amendments  thereto  on  No¬ 
vember  8,  1974  and  November  25,  1974 

(1)  pursuant  to  section  17(b)  of  the  Act 
for  an  order  of  the  Commission  exempt¬ 
ing  from  tiie  provisions  of  section  17(a) 
of  the  Act  certain  transactions  incident 
to  the  proposed  merger  of  BMEG  and 
Prudential  through  the  conversion  of  idl 
the  outstanding  conunon  stock  of  Pru¬ 
dential  into  common  stock  of  BMEG  and 

(2)  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the  Act 
for  an  order  of  the  Ccmunisslon  exempt¬ 
ing  from  the  provisions  of  Rule  22c-l 
promulgated  under  the  Act  the  proposed 
determination  of  net  asset  values,  for  the 
purposes  of  computation  of  the  conver¬ 
sion  rate,  at  the  close  of  business  on  the 
last  day  on  which  the  New  York  Stock 
Exchange  is  open  for  unrestricted  trad¬ 
ing  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  merger.  All  interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  application  and  amend¬ 
ments  thereto  on  hie  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  a  statement  of  the  representa¬ 
tions  therein,  which  are  sximmarized  be¬ 
low. 

BMEG,  a  Massachusetts  corporation, 
had  net  assets  of  $1,466,959  at  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1974;  at  the  same  date  Pruden¬ 
tial,  also  a  Massachusetts  corporation, 
had  net  assets  of  $2,002,667.  The  primary 
investment  objective  of  BMEG  is  long¬ 
term  growth  of  capital  with  current  in¬ 
come  a  secondary  objective.  Prudential 
also  has  a  primary  investment  objective 
of  long-term  capital  growth  with  income 
a  secondary  objective. 

Boston  Mutual  Management  Corpora¬ 
tion  (“Management”)  acts  as  investment 
adviser  to  BMEG  pxirsuant  to  an  agree¬ 
ment  which  provides  that  Management 
is  to  retain  the  investment  advisory  serv¬ 
ices  of  Standish,  Ayer  &  Wood,  Inc. 
(“SA&W”) .  Pursuant  to  such  agreement. 
Management  has  retained  SA&W  to  pro¬ 
vide  Management  with  investment  advice 
concerning  the  security  holdings  of 
BMEG.  Accordingly,  SA&W  (as  well  as 
Management)  is  an  affiliated  person  of 
BMEG  as  defined  in  section  2(a)  (3)  of 
the  Act.  SA&W  also  acts  as  investment 
adviser  to  Prudential.  In  addition  sev¬ 
eral  officers  of  SA&W  are  also  officers,  di¬ 
rectors  and  stockholders  of  Prudential. 
Consequently,  Prudential  may  he  deemed 
to  be  controlled  by  SA&W  and,  therefore, 
an  affiliated  person  of  SA&W  as  defined 
in  section  2(a)  (3)  of  the  Act.  Thus,  Pru¬ 
dential  is  an  affiliated  person  of  an  affili¬ 
ated  person  (SA&W)  of  BMEG. 


Under  the  terms  of  the  agreement  of 
merger,  on  the  effective  date  of  the  mer¬ 
ger.  Prudential  shall  be  merged  Into 
BMEiG  which  shall  be  the  sxirvivlng 
company  and  the  separate  existence  of 
Prudential  shall  cease.  Prior  to  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  the  proposed  merger,  each 
Applicant  will  distribute  to  its  respective 
stockholders  substantially  all  of  its  im- 
distributed  net  investment  income  and 
net  realized  capital  gains. 

On  the  effective  date  of  the  meiger,  the 
outstanding  shares  of  common  stock  of 
Prudential,  Including  any  fractional 
shares,  shall  be  converted  into  that  num¬ 
ber  of  shares  (including  any  fractional 
shares)  of  common  stock  of  BMEG,  as 
shall  have  an  aggregate  net  asset  v^ue 
per  share  equal  to  the  aggregate  net  asset 
value  per  share  of  such  shares  of  com¬ 
mon  stock  of  Prudential.  Such  net  asset 
values  are  to  be  determined  as  of  the 
close  of  business  on  the  last  day  on  which 
the  New  York  Stock  Exchange  is  open 
for  unrestricted  trading  prior  to  the 
effective  date.  In  computing  such  net 
asset  values  for  the  purpose  of  conver¬ 
sion.  an  adjustment  is  to  be  made  In 
recobdtion  of  the  potential  tax  effect  of 
any  substantial  disproportion  In  un¬ 
realized  and  realized  but  undistributed 
taxable  capital  gains  and  losses  of  the 
merging  companies. 

If  the  net  asset  values  of  BMEG’s  and 
Prudential’s  shares  had  been  determined 
as  of  the  close  of  business  on  Septem¬ 
ber  30.  1974,  a  total  of  403,276  BMEG 
shares  would  have  been  issuable  to  the 
Prudential  stockholders,  representing  a 
conversion  ratio  of  4.99  BMEG  shares  for 
each  Prudential  share.  After  the  effec¬ 
tiveness  of  the  proposed  merger,  each 
holder  of  a  certificate  representing 
shares  of  Prudential  will  be  entitled  to 
receive  a  certificate  representing  the 
number  of  whole  shares  of  BMEG  into 
which  his  Prudential  common  stock  has 
been  converted  upon  surrender  of  his 
Prudential  certificate  to  BMEG  properly 
endorsed  or  accompanied  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  instruments.  Certificates  for  frac¬ 
tional  shares  of  BMEG  stock  will  not  be 
issued.  Instead,  fractional  shares  will  be 
credited  to  the  share  accovmts  main¬ 
tained  by  BMEG  for  its  respective  stock¬ 
holders.  Such  fractional  shares  may  be 
redeemed  at  current  net  asset  value  at 
any  time.  Until  such  surrender  for  ex¬ 
change,  any  certificate  for  shares  of 
common  stock  of  Prudential  shall  be 
deemed  to  represent  the  number  of 
shares  shown  on  such  certificate  of  com¬ 
mon  stock  of  BMEG.  The  balance  of  the 
BMEG  shares  issuable  to  Prudential 
stockholders  will  be  carried  as  shares  on 
deposit.  TTie  name  of  the  surviving  cor¬ 
poration  shall  be  shortened  to  “Boston 
Mutual  Fund,  Inc.” 

The  proposed  merger,  which  has  al¬ 
ready  been  approved  by  the  boards  of 
directors  of  BMEG  and  Prudential,  can 
be  consummated  only  if  the  merger 
agreement  is  approved  by  the  holders  of 
two-thirds  of  the  outstanding  shares  of 
Prudential  and  BMEG  at  meetings  to  be 
held  respectively  by  the  stockholders  of 
such  companies.  The  consummation  of 
the  proposed  merger  Is  conditioned  on 


the  receipt  by  Prudential  of  a  satis¬ 
factory  opinion  of  its  counsel  to  the  ef¬ 
fect  that,  among  other  things,  the  mer¬ 
ger  will  constitute  a  tax-free  reorganiza¬ 
tion  and  that  no  gain  or  loss  for  federal 
Income  tax  purposes  will  be  recognized 
to  the  stockholders  of  Prudential  upon 
the  exchange  of  stock  pursuant  to  the 
merger. 

Under  the  merger  agreement  each  of 
BMEG  and  Prudential  will  bear  its  own 
expenses  relating  to  the  merger;  and  the 
expenses  of  each  such  company  will  be 
Included  among  its  liabilities  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  calculating  the  net  asset  value  of 
its  shares.  It  Is  estimated  that  BMEG 
and  Prudential  will  incur  expenses  of 
$30,000  each.  However.  Boston  Mutual 
Life  Insurance  Company,  the  parent 
company  of  Management,  one  of  the  in¬ 
vestment  advisers  to  BMEG,  has  Indi¬ 
cated  that  it  win  bear  $15,000  of  such  ex¬ 
penses,  thus  reducing  the  estimated  ex¬ 
penses  to  be  borne  by  BMEG  to  approxi¬ 
mately  $15,000.  SA&W,  the  Investment 
adviser  to  I^dential,  has  indicated  that 
it  will  bear  all  the  expenses  to  be  in¬ 
curred  by  Prudential. 

Section  17(a)  of  the  Act  provides,  in 
pertinent  part,  that  it  shall  be  unlawful 
for  any  affiliated  person  of  a  registered 
investment  company  or  any  affiliated 
person  of  such  a  person,  acting  as  prin¬ 
cipal,  knowingly  to  sell  to  or  purchase 
from  such  registered  Investment  com¬ 
pany  any  security  or  other  property. 
Section  17(b)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Commission,  upon  application,  may 
exempt  a  proposed  transaction  from  the 
provisions  of  section  17(a)  if  evidence 
establishes  that  the  terms  of  the  proposed 
transaction,  including  the  consideration 
to  be  paid  or  received,  are  reasonable  and 
fair  and  do  not  involve  overreaching  on 
the  part  of  any  person  concerned  and 
that  the  proposed  transaction  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  policy  of  each  registered 
investment  company  concerned  and  the 
general  purposes  of  the  Act. 

Applicants  assert  that  the  proposed 
merger  should  be  beneficial  to  the  share¬ 
holders  of  Applicants  because  it  will  serve 
to  eliminate  duplication  of  certain  ex¬ 
penses  and  since,  the  increase  in  the  as¬ 
sets  of  the  surviving  comnany  will  permit 
greater  diversification  of  investments. 

Applicants  also  assert  that  the  terms  of 
the  proposed  merger  are  reasonable  and 
fair  and  do  not  involve  overreaching  on 
the  part  of  any  person  concerned,  and 
that  the  proposed  merger  is  consistent 
with  the  policy  of  each  registered  invest¬ 
ment  company  concerned,  as  recited  in 
its  registration  statement  and  reports 
filed  under  the  Act  and  with  the  general 
purposes  of  the  Act.  In  this  connection. 
Applicants  state  that  the  lnve.stment  ob¬ 
jectives  of  BMB!G  and  Prudential  are 
similar,  that  the  securities  portfolio  of 
Prudential  is  entirely  consistent  with  the 
Investment  policies  of  BMEG,  and  that 
the  ratio  for  converting  Prudential 
shares  into  BMEG  shares  is  to  be  deter¬ 
mined  on  the  basis  of  relative  net  asset 
values  adjusted  as  described  above. 

As  previously  noted,  the  net  asset 
values  of  the  shares  of  BMEG  and  Pru¬ 
dential  for  the  purposes  of  the  conversion 
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and  exchange  are  to  be  determined  as  of 
the  close  of  business  on  the  last  day  on 
which  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange  is 
open  tor  xmrestricted  trading  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  the  proposed  merger. 
Rule  22C-1  promiUgated  imder  section 
22(c)  of  the  Act  provides,  in  pertinent 
part,  that  no  registered  investment  com¬ 
pany  issuing  any  redeemable  security,  no 
person  designated  in  such  issuer’s  pro¬ 
spectus  as  authorized  to  consummate 
transactions  in  any  such  security,  and  no 
principal  underwriter  of,  or  dealer  in, 
any  such  seciuity  shall  sell,  redean  or 
purchase  any  such  security  except  at  a 
price  based  upon  the  current  net  asset 
value  of  such  seciirity  which  is  next  com¬ 
puted  after  receipt  of  a  tender  of  such 
seciudty  for  redemption  or  of  an  order 
to  purchase  or  sell  such  security. 

Section  6(c)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
the  Commission  by  order  upon  applica¬ 
tion,  may  conditionally  or  uncondition¬ 
ally  exempt  any  person  or  transactimi 
from  any  provision  of  the  Act  or  of  any 
rule  or  regulation  thereunder,  if  and  to 
the  extent  that  such  exemptlpn  is  neces¬ 
sary  or  appropriate  in  the  public  inter¬ 
est  and  consistent  with  the  protection  of 
investors  and  the  purposes  fairly  in¬ 
tended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act. 

i^plicants  state  that  Rule  22c-l  was 
designed  to  apply  to  the  typical  daily  or¬ 
der  for  purchase  and  request  for  re¬ 
demption  of  shares  of  investment  com¬ 
panies  and  not  to  a  merger. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  De¬ 
cember  23,  1974,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to 
the  Commission  in  writing  a  request  for 
a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  natiure  of  his  in¬ 
terest,  the  reasons  for  such  request  and 
the  issues,  if  any,  of  fact  or  law  proposed 
to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  request 
that  he  be  notified  if  the  Commission 
shall  order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
communication  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20549.  A 
copy  of  such  request  shall  be  served  per¬ 
sonally  or  by  mail  (air  mall  if  the  person 
being  served  is  located  more  than  500 
miles  from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon 
the  Applicants  at  the  addresses  stated 
above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by  affidavit 
or,  in  case  of  an  attorney-at-law,  by  cer¬ 
tificate)  shall  be  filed  contemporaneously 
with  the  request.  As  provided  by  Rule 
0-5  of  the  rules  and  regulations  promul¬ 
gated  under  the  Act,  an  order  disposing 
of  the  application  will  be  Issued  as  of 
course  following  Decnnber  23,  1974,  un¬ 
less  the  Commission  thereafter  orders  a 
hearing  upon  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion.  Persons  who  re¬ 
quest  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to  whether 
a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive  any  no¬ 
tices  and  orders  issued  in  this  maitter. 
Including  the  date  ot  the  hearing  (if 
ordered)  and  any  postponements  Uiere- 
of. 


For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management  Regulaticm, 
pursuant  to  delegated  authority. 

[seal]  Shirlet  E.  Holub, 

Assistant  Secretary. 
(FR  Doc.74-2^63  FUed  12-6-74:6:45  am] 


CHICAGO  BOARD  OPTIONS  EXCHANGE. 

INC. 

Non-disapproval  of  Amendment  to  Option 

Plan 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  .on  No¬ 
vember  21,  1974,  the  Commission  con¬ 
sidered  and  did  not  disapprove  a  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  to  the  Option  Plan  of 
the  Chicago  Board  Options  Exchange, 
Inc.  (CnsOE)  pursuant  to  Rule  9b-l 
imder  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  (17  CPR  240.9b-l) .  The  CBOE  had 
proposed  to  amend  rule  14.5(a)  (1)  which 
was  designed  to  reduce  the  general  level 
of  fioor  brokerage  and  at  the  same  time 
simplify  the  structure  of  the  schedule. 
This  proposed  change  was  originally 
published  at  39  FR  40203  on  November 
14, 1974. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  rule  14.5 
(a)  (1) ,  the  floor  brokerage  schedule,  re¬ 
duces  the  general  level  of  floor  brokerage 
and  at  the  same  time  simplifies  the  struc¬ 
ture  of  the  schedule.  To  simplify  the 
structure,  CBOE  proposed  to  decrease 
the  number  of  price  categories  from  13 
to  6  and  the  number  of  size  categories 
from  6  to  2. 

A  comparison  of  the  proposed  and 
existing  intra-member  rate  schedules  in¬ 
dicates  that  overall,  there  is  a  substan¬ 
tial  reduction  in  the  level  of  the  sched¬ 
ule.  Because  of  the  two  modifications, 
however,  the  new  structure  results  in 
slight  increases  for  a  few  combinations 
"  of  shares  and  prices.  Since  the  proposed 
simplification  would  involve'  decreasing^ 
the  number  of  price  categories  from 
thirteen  to  six  and  decreasing  the  num¬ 
ber  of  size  categories  from  six  to  two, 
there  are  a  few  places  where  the  new 
schedule  would  produce  a  higher  rate 
than  the  old.  In  particular  this  could 
occur  as  to  options  with  premiums  in 
the  $5-$6  or  $10-$14  range,  but  basically 
only  as  to  large  orders.  Fqr  example,  for 
an  option  with  a  premium  in  the  range 
of  $12-$14  the  existing  schedule  would 
produce  a  rate  of  $102.85  for  sixty  con¬ 
tracts  whereas  the  new  schedule  would 
produce  $105.  Based  on  the  trading  data 
for  the  first  6  months  of  1974,  it  is  esti¬ 
mated  that  there  will  be  a  reduction  of 
approximately  26  percent  in  floor  bro¬ 
kerage  paid  and  received,  and  that  less 
than  1  percent  of  the  total  CBOE  vol¬ 
ume  would  be  subject  to  a  possible  rate 
increase  imder  the  proposed  amendment. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  comments  on  the 
proposed  amendment  to  CBOE’s  plan 
either  before  or  after  it  has  becmne  ef¬ 
fective.  Written  statemoits  of  views  and 
comments  should  be  addressed  to  the 


Secretary.  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  500  North  Capitol  Street. 
Washington,  D.C.  20549.  Reference 
should  be  made  to  file  number  10-54. 
The  proposed  amendment  is,  and  all 
such  comments  will  be,  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Public  Refer¬ 
ence  Room  of  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  at  1100  L  Street. 
NW.,  Washington.  D.C. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEALl  Qeorge  a.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

November  26.  1974. 

(FR  Doc.74-28653  FUed  12-5-74:8:46  am] 


CHICAGO  BOARD  OPTIONS  EXCHANGE, 
INC. 

Proposed  Amendments  to  Option  Plan 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Chicago 
Board  Options  Exchange,  Inc.  (CBOE) 
has  filed  proposed  amendments  to  its 
Constitution  pursuant  to  Rule  9b-l  under 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (17 
CFR  240.9b-l).  The  CBOE  proposes  to 
amend  SS  4.3,  5.3  and  6.1  which  govern 
the  manner  in  which  members  are  elected 
to  the  Exchange’s  Board  of  Directors. 

The  proposed  amendment  to  S  6.1 
would  require  that  at  least  three  of  the 
directors  elected  to  the  Exchange’s  Board 
of  Directors  be  elected  from  members 
whose  ordinary  place  of  business  is  lo¬ 
cated  outside  the  Chicago  metropolitan 
area;  one  such  nonresident  director 
would  elected  each  year.  This  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  defines  a  non-resident 
director  as  a  member  whose  ordinary 
place  of  business  is  located  more  than  80 
miles  frmn  the  Exchange’s  trading  floor. 

Section  4.3  would  be  amended  to  re¬ 
quire  the  Exchange’s  Nominating  Com¬ 
mittee  to  select  nominees  in  conformance 
with  the  above  proposed  amendment. 
Also,  §  5.3  would  be  amended  to  indicate 
that  where  nominations  are  made  by  pe¬ 
titions,  as  permitted  by  5  4.5  of  the  Ex¬ 
change’s  Constitution,  and  as  a  result  a 
non-resident  member  does  not  receive 
a  plurality  of  votes,  ttie  nonresident  can¬ 
didate  receiving  the  largest  vote  among 
all  non-resident  candidates  would  be 
elected  director  in  lieu  of  the  resident 
condldate  receiving  the  lowest  winning 
plurality. 

The  pixHxxsed  amendments  will  be¬ 
come  effective  upon  the  30th  day  after 
this  notice  appears  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  (1-6-76)  or  iqx>n  such  earlier  date 
as  the  Commission  may  allow  unless  the 
Commission  shall  disapprove  the  changes 
in  whole  or  in  part  as  being  inconsistent 
with  the  public  Interest  or  the  protection 
of  Investors. 

All  interested  persims  are  Invited  to 
submit  their  views  and  cmnments  on  the 
proposed  amendments  to  CBOE’s  plan 
either  before  or  after  It  has  become  ef¬ 
fective.  Written  statements  of  views  and 
comments  should  be  addressed  to  the 
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Secretary.  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  500  North  Capitol  Street,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20549.  Reference  should  be 
made  to  file  niunber  10-54.  The  proposed 
amendments  are,  and  all  such  comments 
will  be,  available  for  public  Inspection  at 
the  PuUlc  Reference  Room  of  the  Secur¬ 
ities  and  Exchange  Commission  at  1100 
L  Street,  NW,  Washington,  D.C. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  FirzsiiaiONS. 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.74-a8554  FUed  12-5-74;8:45  am] 


{File  No.  500-1] 

CONTINENTAL  VENDING  MACHINE 
CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

November  29, 1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Continental  Vending  Machine 
Corporation  being  traded  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  is  re¬ 
quired  in  the  public  interest  and  for  the 
protection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period  from 
December  1,  1974  through  December  10, 
1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.74-2855e  Filed  12-5-74;8:46  am] 


[File  No.  800-1] 

EQUITY  FUNDING  CORP.  OF  AMERICA 
Suspension  of  Trading 

November  27, 1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock,  warrants  to  purchase  the  stock, 
9  Vi  percent  debentures  due  1990,  5  Vi 
percent  convertible  subordinated  deben¬ 
tures  due  1991,  and  all  other  securities  of 
Equity  Funding  Corporation  of  America 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  na¬ 
tional  securities  exchange  is  required  in 
the  public  interest  and  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period  from 
November  28,  1974  through  December  7, 
1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[HEAL]  Shirley  E.  Holub, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

LFB  Doc.74-28657  FUed  12-5-74:8:46  am] 


(FUe  No.  500-1]  . 

GREATER  WASHINGTON  INVESTORS,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

November  26,  1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Seciuities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
sto^  of  Greater  Washington  Investcars, 
Inc.  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  protec¬ 
tion  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  is 
suspended,  for  the  period  from  Novem¬ 
ber  27,  1974  through  December  6,  1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

[FB  Doc.74-28568  FUed  12-5-74;8:45  am] 


[File  No.  600-1] 

HAZARD  INDUSTRIES,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

November  27,  1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
and  $2  cumulative  preferred  Series  A 
stock  of  Harvard  Industries,  Inc.  being 
traded  otherwise  than  on  a  national  se- 
cmlties  exchange  is  required  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  and  for  the  protection  of 
investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
thsui  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
is  suspended,  for  the  period  from  2  P.M. 
(EST)  on  November  27.  1974  through 
midnight  (EST)  on  December  6,  1974. 
By  the  Commission. 

Shirley  E.  Hollls, 
Assistant  Secretary. 
[FB  Doc.74-28669  FUed  12-6-74:8:46  am] 


[FUe  No.  600-1] 

INDUSTRIES  INTERNATIONAL,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

November  27, 1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Industries  International.  Inc. 
being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a  na- 
'tlonal  securities  exchange  is  required  in 
the  public  interest  and  for  the  protection 
of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange  is 


suspended,  for  the  period  from  Novem¬ 
ber  28, 1974  through  December  7,  1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secr^ary. 
[FB  Doc.74-28660  FUed  12-6-74;8:46  am] 


[Bel.  No.  8593] 

INVESTORS  MUTUAL,  INC.,  ET  AL 
Rling  of  Application 

November  26, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Investors 
Mutual,  Inc.,  Investors  Stock  Fund.  Inc., 
IDS  New  Dimensions  Fvmd,  Inc.,  IDS 
Progressive  Fund,  Inc.  and  IDS  Bond 
Fund,  Inc.  1000  Roanoke  Building,  Min¬ 
neapolis,  Minnesota  55402  (collectively 
“Applicants”) ,  open-end  diversified  man¬ 
agement  investment  companies  regis¬ 
tered  imder  the  Investment  Comps^ 
Act  of  1940  (“Act”) ,  filed  an  application 
on  October  8,  1974,  for  an  order  of  the 
Commission  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of 
the  Act  declaring  that  Mr.  Melvin  R. 
Laird,  a  director  of  the  Applicants,  shall 
not  be  deemed  an  “interested  person” 
of  Applicants  or  Investors  Diversified 
Services,  Inc.,  their  investment  adviser 
and  principal  underwriter,  within  the 
meaning  of  section  2(a)  (19)  of  the  Act 
solely  by  reason  of  his  status  as  a  di¬ 
rector  of  Metropolitan  Life  Insurance 
Company  (“Metropolitan”).  All  inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  referred  to  the  appli¬ 
cation  on  file  with  the  Commission  for 
a  statement  of  the  representations  made 
therein,  which  are  summarized  below. 

The  application  states  that  Mr.  Laird, 
a  member  of  Applicants’  boards  of  direc¬ 
tors,  is  also  a  Erector  of  Metropolitan 
which  is  a  registered  broker-dealer  under 
the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934 
(“Exchange  Act”)  and  a  member  of  the 
National  Association  of  Securities  Deal¬ 
ers,  Inc.  Metropolitan  is  a  mutual  life 
insurance  company  organized  under  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  New  York.  It  oper¬ 
ates  in  all  states,  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia,  Puerto  Rico  and  all  the  provinces  of 
Canada.  It  does  not  conduct  a  general 
broker-dealer  business  but  is  registered 
as  a  broker-dealer  solely  for  the  purpose 
of  selling  variable  annuities  to  the  public. 

Secticm  10(b)  of  the  Act  prihlblts  Ap¬ 
plicants  from  having  a  board  of  directors 
which  shall  have  more  than  60  percent  of 
the  members  of  which  are  interested  per¬ 
sons  of  the  Applicants.  Section  10(b)  of 
the  Act  requires  the  Applicants  to  have  a 
majority  of  its  directors  who  are  not  in¬ 
terested  persons  of  their  principal  under¬ 
writer.  While  Applicants  assert  that  no 
problem  under  sections  10(a)  and  10(b) 
presently  exists  with  respect  to  any  of 
their  boards  of  directors,  the  application 
has  been  submitted  to  preclude  the  pos¬ 
sibility  of  non-compliance  in  the  future. 

Section  2(a)  (19)  of  the  Act,  in  per¬ 
tinent  part,  defines  an  “interested  per¬ 
son”  of  an  Investment  company  to  in¬ 
clude  any  broker  or  dealer  registered 
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uhder  the  Exchange  Act  or  any  affiliated 
person  of  such  broker  or  dealer.  Section 
2(a)  (3)  of  the  Act  includes  in  the  defini¬ 
tion  of  an  “affiliated  person”  a  director 
of  sxich  person  and  any  person  directly 
or  indirect  controlling,  controlled  by  or 
under  common  control  with  such  other 
persmi. 

By  reason  of  Mr.  Laird’s  position  as  a 
director  of  Metropolitan,  he  may  be 
deemed  to  be  an  “interested  perscm”  of 
Applicants  and  their  principal  under¬ 
writer. 

Section  6(c)  of  the* Act  provides  that 
the  commission  may  conditionally  or 
imconditionally  exempt  any  person  from 
any  provision  of  the  Act  if  and  to  the 
extent  that  such  exemption  is  necessary 
or  appropriate  in  the  public  Interest  and 
consistent  with  the  protection  of  in¬ 
vestors  and  the  purposes  fairly  intended 
by  the  policy  and  provisions  of  the  Act. 

Applicants  represent  that  Mr.  Laird’s 
principal  business  is  Senior  Counsellor 
for  National  and  International  Affairs 
for  Reader’s  Digest,  Inc.;  that  he  is  not 
Involved  in  the  day-to-day  operation  of 
the  business  of  Metr(H>olitan;  and  that 
he  does  not  control,  nor  is  he  controlled 
by  Metropolitan.  Further,  Applicants 
represent  and  warrant  that  as  long  as 
Mr.  Laird  remains  a  director  they  will 
not  effect  brokerage  transactions  with 
Metn^litan. 

Applicants  represent  that  Mr.  Laird’s 
Independence  in  acting  on  behalf  of  Ap¬ 
plicants  is  in  no  way  impaired  merely 
because  of  his  affiliation  with  Metro- 
poliUm  and  that  the  granting  of  an  ex¬ 
emption  under  section  6(c)  is  appropri- 
ate. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  De¬ 
cember  20,  1974,  at  5:30  pjn.,  submit 
to  the  Commission  in  writing  a  request 
for  a  hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied 
by  a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his 
interest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
the  issues,  if  any.  of  fact  or  law  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  controverted,  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  if  the  Com¬ 
mission  should  order  a  hearing  thereon. 
Any  such  commimication  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  shall  be 
served  personally  or  by  ms^  (air  mail  if 
the  person  being  served  is  located  more 
than  500  miles  from  the  point  of  mail¬ 
ing)  upon  Applicants  at  the  address 
stated  above.  Proof  of  such  service  (by 
affidavit,  or  in  case  of  an  attomey-at- 
law,  by  certificate)  shall  be  filed  con¬ 
temporaneously  with  the  request.  As 
provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
will  be  issued  as  of  course  foUov^g  said 
date,  unless  the  Commission  thereafter 
orders  a  hearing  upon  request  or  upon 
the  Commission’s  own  motion.  Persons 
who  request  a  hearing  or  advice  as  to 
whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will  receive 
any  notices  and  orders  issued  in  this 
matter,  including  the  date  of  the  hear- 
iiUf  (if  ordered)  and  any  postponements 
thereof. 


For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Investment  Management  Regulation, 
pxirsuant  to  del^ated  authority. 

[seal]  Oeorge  a.  Fuzshoiohs, 

Secretary.  ■ 

(FR  Doc.74-28565  FUed  ia-5-74;8:45  am] 


[Bel.  No.  18681;  70-5581] 

METROPOUTAN  EDISON  CO. 

Proposed  Issue  and  ^le  of  Short-Term 
Notes  to  Banks 

November  27, 1974. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Metropoli¬ 
tan  Edison  Company,  2800  Pottsville 
Pike.  Muhlenberg  Township,  Berks 
County,  Pennsylvania  19605  (“Met-Ed”) , 
an  electric  utility  subsidiary  company  of 
General  Public  Utilities  Corporation,  a 
registered  holding  company,  has  filed 
an  application  with  this  Commission  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Public  Utility  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1935  (“Act”),  designating 
section  6(b)  of  the  Act  as  applicable  to 
the  proposed  transaction.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the  application, 
which  is  stunmarized  below,  for  a  com¬ 
plete  statement  of  the  proposed  trans¬ 
action. 

Met-Ed  requests  that,  for  the  period 
commencing  on  January  1,  1975,  and 
ending  December  31,  1975,  it  be  per¬ 
mitted  from  time  to  time  to  issue  or 
renew  notes,  of  a  maturity  of  nine 
months  or  less  evidencing  short-term 
bank  borrowings  provided  that  the  ag¬ 
gregate  principal  amount  of  such  notes 
to  be  outstanding  at  any  one  time  shall 
not  exceed  the  lesser  of  (A)  $70,000,000, 
or  (B)  10  percent  of  the  sum  of  (i)  the 
principal  amount  of  Met-Ed’s  outstand¬ 
ing  first  mortgage  bonds  and  debentures, 
(ii)  the  par  value  of  Met-Ed’s  outstand¬ 
ing  preferred  stock,  (lii)  the  par  value  of 
Met-Ed’s  outstanding  common  stock,  and 
(iv)  the  capital  surplus  of  Met-Ed. 

The  new  notes  will  bear  interest  at  a 
rate  not  exceeding  the  prime  rate,  which 
may  be  the  floating  rate  of  the  lending 
bank,  for  commercial  borrowing  at  the 
date  of  issue  of  such  note,  will  mature 
not  more  than  nine  months  from  the 
date  of  issue,  will  be  prepayable  at  any 
time  without  premium,  and  wiU  not  be 
issued  as  a  part  of  a  public  offering.  Al¬ 
though  no  commitments  or  agreements 
for  such  borrowings  have  been  made, 
Met-Ed  expects  that,  as  an  to  the  extent 
that  its  cash  needs  reqtdre,  borrowings 
will  be  effected  from  among  36  designated 
banks. 

It  is  stated  that  Met-Ed  is  required  to 
maintain  compensating  balances  with 
each  of  the  banks  equal  to  10  percent  of 
the  line  of  credit  or  20  percent  of  the 
amounts  actually  borrowed,  whichever 
is  higher.  Assuming  a  lOM:  percent  prime 
rate  and  a  20  percent  compensating  bal¬ 
ance.  the  effective  interest  rate  to  be 
paid  by  Penelec  is  13.1  percent. 

Met-Ed  proposes  to  utilize  the  pro¬ 
ceeds  of  the  proposed  borrowings  to  pro¬ 
vide  funds  tat  its  short-term  working 
capital  requirements.  Including  repay¬ 
ment  of  other  short-term  borrowings, 


and  to  provide  a  temporary  source  of 
funds  for  construction  expenditures. 

‘The  application  states  that  Met-Ed’s 
expenses  incident  to  the  proposed  trans¬ 
actions  are  estimated  at  $8,500,  including 
legal  fees  of  $6,000,  and  that  no  state 
commission  and  no  federal  commission, 
other  than  this  Commission,  has  juris¬ 
diction  over  the  proposed  transaction. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  In¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  De¬ 
cember  23,  1974,  request  in  writing  that 
a  hearing  be  hdd  on  such  matter,  stat¬ 
ing  the  nature  of  his  interest,  the  rea¬ 
sons  for  such  request,  and  the  issues  of 
fact  or  law  raised  by  said  application 
which  he  desires  to  controvert:  or  he 
may  request  that  he  be  notified  if  the 
Commission  should  order  a  hearing 
thereon.  Any  such  request  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed:  Secretary.  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington.  D.C. 
20549.  A  copy  of  such  request  should 
be  served  personally  or  by  mail  (air  mall 
if  the  person  being  served  is  located 
more  than  500  miles  from  the  point  of 
mailing)  upon  the  applicant  at  the 
above-stated  SMldress,  and  proof  of  serv¬ 
ice  (by  affidavit  or,  in  case  of  an  at¬ 
torney  at  law.  by  certificate)  should  be 
filed  with  the  request.  At  any  time  after 
said  date,  the  application  sus  filed  or  as 
it  may  be  amended,  may  be  granted  as 
provided  In  rule  23  of  the  general  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Act,  or  the  Commlsslcm  may  grant  ex¬ 
emption  from  such  rules  as  provided  in 
rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take  such 
other  action  as  it  may  deem  appropriate. 
Persons  who  request  a  hearing  or  advice 
as  to  whether  a  hearing  is  ordered  will 
receive  any  notices  and  orders  Issued  In 
this  matter,  including  the  date  of  the 
hearing  (if  ordered)  and  any  postpone¬ 
ments  thereof. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division 
of  Corporate  Regulation,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

[seal]  Shirlet  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.74-28664  Ffled  12-6-74:8:45  wn] 


[FUe  No.  600-1] 

WESTGATE  CAUFORNIA  CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

November  27, 1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  (class  A  and  B),  the  cumulative 
preferred  stock  (5  percent  and  6  per¬ 
cent),  the  6  percent  subordinated  de¬ 
bentures  due  1979  and  the  6^4  percent 
convertible  subordinated  debentures  due 
1987  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  public  Interest  and  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors ; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  otherwise 
than  on  a  national  securities  exchange 
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is  siu^)ended,  for  tlie  period  from  No« 
vember  28,  1974  through  December  7, 
1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

Shirley  E.  Hollis. 
Assistant  Secretary, 

[fn  Doc.74-38561  FUed  ia-5-74;8:45  am] 

[FOe  No.  600-1] 

ZENITH  DEVELOPMENT  CORP. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

November  27.  1974. 

It  appearing  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  (xnnmon 
stock  of  Zenith  Development  Corpora¬ 
tion  being  traded  otherwise  than  on  a 
national  securities  exchange  is  required 
in  the  public  interest  and  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  investors; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  section  15(c) 
(5)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  trading  in  such  securities  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  national  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  suspended,  for  the  period  from 
November  28.  1974  through  December  7, 
1974. 

By  the  Commission. 

[8ESL]  Shirley  E.  Hollis, 

Assistant  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-38562;FUed  13-5-74;8:45  am] 

TARIFF  COMMISSION 

(TKA-I^-67J 

JOSEPH  WEISS  &  SONS,  INC.,  PETITION 

FOR  A  DETERMINATION 

Investigation  and  Hearing 

On  the  basis  of  a  petition  filed  under 
section  301(a)  (2)  of  the  Trade  Expan¬ 
sion  Act  of  1962  on  behalf  of  Joseph 
Weiss  b  Sons.  Inc.,  Brooklyn,  New  York, 
the  United  States  Tariff  Commission,  on 
December  3,  1974,  instituted  an  inves¬ 
tigation  under  section  301(c)  (1)  of  the 
said  Act  to  determine  whether,  as  a  re¬ 
sult  in  major  psut  of  concessions  granted 
under  trade  agreements,  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  manufac¬ 
tured  granite  (of  the  types  provided  for 
in  item  513.74  of  the  Tariff  Schedules  of 
the  United  States)  produced  by  the 
aforementionod  firm,  are  being  im¬ 
ported  into  the  United  States  in  such 
increased  quantities  as  to  cause,  or 
threaten  to  cause,  serious  Injury  to  such 
firm. 

A  public  hearing  in  connection  with 
this  investigation  will  be  held  beginning 
at  10  a.m.,  E.S.T.,  on  December  19, 1974, 
in  the  Hearing  Room,  UB.  Tgiiff  Com¬ 
mission  Building.  8th  and  E  Streets,  NW, 
Washington,  D.C.  Requests  for  appear¬ 
ances  at  the  hearing  should  beffled  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Ck)mmission,  in  writ¬ 
ing,  at  his  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  no 
later  than  noon,  Thursday,  December  12, 
1974. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Secretary,  United  States  Tariff  Com- 


mlsEkm,  8th  and  E  Streets,  NW..  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20436.  and  at  the  New  York 
City  Office  of  the  Tariff  Commission  lo¬ 
cated  in  Room  437  of  the  Custamhouse. 

By  order  of  the  Commission: 

Issued:  December  3, 1974.  - 

[seal]  Kenneth  R.  Mason, 
Secretary. 

{FR  Doe.74-S8643  Filed  13-5-74:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

STANDARDS  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  ON 
MARINE  TERMINAL  FAaUTIES 

Cancellation  of  Meeting 

The  meeting  of  the  Standards  Advis¬ 
ory  Commitee  on  Marine  Terminals  Fa¬ 
cilities  scheduled  for  December  10,  1974, 
and  December  11,  1974,  in  St.  Louis, 
Missouri,  notice  of  which  was  published 
on  November  18.  1974  (39  FR  40545)  is 
hereby  cancelled.  The  Commitee  mem¬ 
bers  determined  at  their  meeting  of 
November  19  and  20,  1974,  that  addi¬ 
tional  time  is  necessary  for  members  to 
araimilate  material  already  presented 
before  the  Commitee’s  next  meeting.  A 
subsequent  meeting  of  the  Committee 
v^iich  was  tentatively  scheduled  for 
January  14  and  15, 1975,  in  New  Orleans, 
Louisiana,  is  now  projected  to  include 
January  13.  1975  as  well. 

Signed  at  Washington.  D.C.  this  27th 
day  of  November,  1974. 

John  Stender, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Labor. 

{FR  Doe.74r-28475  FUed  13-6-74;8:48  am] 

PROPOSED  REJECTION  OF  NEW  MEXICO 
STATE  PLAN 

Notice  of  Hearing 

1.  Notice  of  hearing.  Notice  is  hereby 
given,  in  accordance  with  section  18(d) 
of  the  Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Act  of  1970  (hereinafter  called  the  Act) 
and  29  CFR  1902.19(a) .  that  the  possible 
rejection  of  the  New  Mexico  plan  for 
enforcement  of  State  occupational  safety 
and  health  standards  is  in  issue  before 
the  Secretary  of  Labor,  and  a  formal 
hearing  will  be  held  to  resolve  the  issues 
with  regard  to  the  plan  before  an  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  appointed  under 
6  UJS.C.  3105'  and  designated  by  the 
Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

The  exact  date  and  place  of  the  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  at  least  30  days  before  the  hearing 
date. 

As  required  under  29  CFR  1902.19(a) 
and  in  order  to  fully  Inform  the  public, 
this  notice  sets  forth  the  present  status 
of  the  New  Mexico  plan,  the  outstanding 
Issues  in  dispute  with  regard  to  it,  and 
the  rules  for  the  conduct  of  the  formal 
proceeding  to  assure  compliance  with  5 
UB.C.  556  and  557.  The  State  of  New 


Mexico  (hereinafter  called  the  State) 
shall  have  the  burden  of  going  forward 
in  this  proceeding. 

The  rules  im>vlde  for  the  State  to  sub¬ 
mit  by,  January  19.  1975,  a  ^tement  of 
which  items  in  the  statement  of  issues 
section  of  this  notice  are  beh^  contested 
and  a  brief  statement  of  the  facts  re¬ 
lied  upon.  Including  whether  the  use  of 
witnesses  is  intended.  If  such  statement 
is  not  received  by  January  19, 1975,  then 
the  State  will  be  considered  to  be  in 
agreement  with  the  Assistant  Secretary’s 
determination,  aiid  will  have  waived  its 
rights  to  a  hearing  imder  29  CFR  1902.19 
(a),  and  such  hearing  will  not  be  con¬ 
ducted. 

Participation  as  parties  by  persons 
other  than  the  State  and  the  Department 
of  Labor  may  be  permitted  by  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  where  the  deci¬ 
sion  will  substantially  affect  them  or 
they  may  contribute  materially  to  the 
disposition  of  the  proceeding.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  other  interested  persons  may  file 
with  the  administrative  law  judge  sub¬ 
stantive  written  comments  on  issues  in 
the  hearing.  The  procedures  and  require¬ 
ments  for  public  participation  are  speci¬ 
fied  in  the  rules  of  procedure  section  of 
this  notice. 

The  rules  provide  for  pre-hearing  con¬ 
ferences  to  determine  or  limit  the  issues, 
and  for  submission  of  documentary  evi¬ 
dence  in  advance  of  the  hearing  so  as  to 
provide  sufficient  opportunity  for  prep¬ 
aration  of  rdiuttal  arguments.  There  are 
also  provisions  for  consent  findings  or 
settlement  and  for  a  summary  decision 
where  there  is  no  genuine  issue  of  fact. 

In  order  to  assure  separation  of  fxmc- 
tions  between  those  members  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Labor  reviewing  the  plan 
and  presenting  the  case  for  rejection  be¬ 
fore  the  administrative  law  judge,  and 
those  who  will  make  the  final  determi¬ 
nation,  the  initSftl  decision  cff  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  may  be  appealed 
to  the  Secretary  of  Labor  who.  with  the 
advice  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  Labor 
and  the  Solicitor  of  Labor,  will  make  the 
final  decision.  In  so  doing,  he  will  not 
receive  miy  ex  parte  advice  from  either 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Occupational 
Safety  and  Hecdth  (her^mfter  called 
the  Assistant  Secretary)  or  the  Associ¬ 
ate  Solicitor  for  Occupational  Safety  and 
Health.  Due  to  the  ne^  for  separation  of 
fimctions,  the  procedures  set  out  in  29 
CFR  1902.21  and  1902.22  insofar  as  they 
relate  to  the  issuance  of  a  tentative  and 
final  decision  by  the  Assistant  Secretary 
shall  not  apply.  This  separation  of  func¬ 
tions  win  Insure  an  impartial  hearing 
and  decision  on  the  issues  in  question. 

As  required  by  29  CFR  1902.19(b) ,  New 
Mexico  by  December  12, 1974,  shaU  pub¬ 
lish  or  cause  to  be  published  within  the 
State  reasonable  notice  containing  a 
summary  of  the  Information  in  this  no¬ 
tice  as  weU  as  the  location  or  locations 
where  a  copy  of  the  fuU  notice  is  avail¬ 
able  for  pubUc  inspection  and  copying. 
Copies  of  such  notice  ^lall  be  filed  with 
the  administrative  law  judge  as  stated 
in  the  rules  of  procedure. 
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2.  Background,  The  New  Mexico  State 
plan  for  occupational  safety  and  health 
was  submitted  to  the  Regional  Office  of 
the  Department  of  Labor  on  June  21, 
1973,  where  it  was  initially  reviewed.  The 
plan  was  received  in  the  National  office 
on  July  25,  1973  and  a  notice  of  its  re¬ 
ceipt  and  availability  for  public  com¬ 
ment  was  published  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  oh  September  25,  1973  (38  FR 
2670) .  Subsequently,  comments  were  re¬ 
ceived  from  the  following  organizations 
and  individuals:  The  Association  of 
Commerce  and  Industry,  Edwin  C.  Hyatt, 
Rk)  Rancho  Estates,  Calvin  C.  Wright, 
Jr„  and  the  American  Federation  of  La¬ 
bor  and  Congress  of  Industrial  Organ¬ 
izations. 

These  comments,  and  the  National  and 
Regional  office  review  of  the  plan,  re¬ 
vealed  several  substantial  objections  to 
the  provisions  of  the  New  Mexico  plan. 
Having  reviewed  these  comments  and 
the  plan  itself,  it  has  been  determined  by 
the  Assistant  Secretary  that  the  New 
Mexico  plan  cannot  be  considered  “at 
least  as  effective”  as  the  Federal  pro¬ 
gram.  Such  a  determination  of  effective¬ 
ness  is  required  by  section  18(c)(2)  ot 
the  Act  and  29  CFR  1902.3(d).  There¬ 
fore,  in  response  to  a  letter  from  Gov¬ 
ernor  Bruce  King  dated  June  27,  1974, 
requesting  official  notification  of  the  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary’s  decision  with  regard 
to  the  plan,  Uie  Assistant  Secretary  in¬ 
formed  the  Governor,  in  a  letter  dated 
July  30,  1974,  and  the  State  designee,  by 
letter  dated  August  6,  1974,  that  rejec¬ 
tion  proceedings  would  be  commenced  If 
the  State  failed  to  make  the  necessary 
plan  changes.  In  response,  the  State,  by 
letter  dated  August  12,  1974,  indicated 
thAt.  although  certain  minor  changes 
would  be  made,  it  would  not  make  the 
substantive  changes  deemed  necessary 
by  the  Regional  and  National  office  of 
the  Occupational  Safety  and  Health  Ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  U.B.  Department  of 
Labor. 

3.  Statement  of  the  issues,  (a)  De¬ 
scription  of  the  plan.  The  plan  designates 
the  Environmental  Improvement  Agency 
of  the  State  Health  and  Social  Services 
Department  as  the  agency  responsible 
for  administration  and  enforcement  of 
the  plan.  New  Mexico’s  enabling  legisla- 
tk>n,  chapter  64,  Laws  of  1972,  sections 
59-14-1  through  59-14-23,  N.M.S.A., 
1953  compilation,  authorizes  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Improvement  Board  (here¬ 
inafter  called  the  board)  to  promulgate 
occupational  safety  and  health  stand¬ 
ards  (called  regulations  under  the  New 
Mexico  Act),  and  designates  the  En¬ 
vironmental  Improvement  Agency  (here¬ 
inafter  called  the  agency)  as  responsible 
for  the  enforcement  of  ^ese  regulations. 

The  agency  is  givoi  the  right  to  in¬ 
spect  worksites  and  to  question  employ¬ 
ers  and  employees.  In  order  to  aid  the  In¬ 
spection,  representatives  of  the  empk>3^ 
and  the  employees  may  accompany  the 
inspector.  As  a  result  of  such  an  inspec¬ 
tion,  any  perscxi  (this  would  necessarily 
Include  employees)  who  was  foimd  to  be 
violating  any  provision  of  the  Act  or 
regulations,  will  be  sent  a  notice  indicat¬ 


ing  that  a  regulation  has  not  been  com¬ 
plied  with,  azul  setting  a  time  for  re¬ 
medial  action.  The  plan  states  that  the 
inspector  will  also  inform  the  person  of 
this  violation  Immediately  after  the  close 
of  the  impection  itself. 

The  peiscHi  cited  may  then  request 
agency  review  of  the  alleged  violation  and 
r«nedial  action  period,  and  affected  em¬ 
ployees  may  pa^ipate  in  that  review 
(employees  may  not  request  review  of 
abatement  perit^,  however) .  The  agency 
shall  thereupon  issue  a  written  order  re¬ 
solving  the  factual  issues  and  stating 
ahat  action  must  be  taken  by  the  alleged 
violator.  If  review  is  not  requested  and 
the  violation  has  not  been  remedied  in 
the  time  specified  in  the  notice,  or  if 
the  alleged  violator  fails  to  comply  with 
an  order  of  the  agency  following  review, 
the  agency  may  request  injunctive  or 
otiier  appr<H>ri£^  relief  in  the  district 
court,  which,  in  addition  to  injunctive 
relief,  may  impose  a  civil  penalty  of  up 
to  $100.  However,  such  peiialty  can  only 
be  imposed  after  the  expiration  of  the 
remedial  time  period,  if  the  violation  has 
not  been  abat^.  As  a  separate  violation, 
the  Act  provides  that  any  employee  who 
willfully  violates  any  regulation  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  same  $100  civil  penalty. 

The  New  Mexico  Act  further  provides 
a  criminal  sanction  of  a  $500  fine  against 
any  employer  or  employee  who  makes 
false  statements  or  fails  to  disclose  ma¬ 
terial  facts  in  any  document  or  report 
required  by  the  Act  or  against  any  em¬ 
ployer  who  falsifies  reports,  or  discharges 
or  willfully  discriminates  against  an  em¬ 
ployee. 

The  agency  is  also  given  the  power  to 
grant  variances  to  the  “limitations”  pre¬ 
scribed  imder  the  Act  or  to  any  regula¬ 
tion  where  the  petitioner  can  demon¬ 
strate  that  alternative  measures  will  pro¬ 
vide  protection  which  is  equal  to  or 
greater  than  that  imder  the  regulation. 
The  plan  indicates  that  a  regidation  win 
be  promulgated  to  provide  for  the  pro¬ 
cedures  for  a  variance  application,  in¬ 
cluding  notification  of  affected  employees 
and  the  opportunity  for  employers  or 
employees  to  request  that  a  hearing  be 
held  on  the  variance  request.  The  Plan 
also  indicates  that  the  State  will  seek  a 
legislative  amendment  to  provide  for 
temporary  variances. 

(b)  Reasons  for  proposed  rejection: 
The  defects  of  the  plan  were  described  in 
detail  in  the  August  6,  1974,  letter  to  the 
State  Designee:  of  these,  the  major  de- 
ficiences  are  set  out  below: 

Item  1:  Enforcement  procedures.  The 
basic  criterion  for  review  of  an  enforce¬ 
ment  program  is  29  CFR  1902.3(d)  which 
requires  that  the  State’s  program  for  en¬ 
forcement  of  standards  “is  or  will  be  at 
least  as  effective  as  that  provided  in  the 
Federal  Act”  and  that  it  will  “continue 
to  be  at  least  as  effective”.  Under  29 
CFR  1902.4(a),  the  State  can  meet  this 
criterion  either  by  estaldishlng  the  same 
standards,  procedures,  criteria,  and  rules 
as  the  Federal  program,  or  by  alternative 
standards,  procedures,  criteria  and  rules 
which  must  meet  thirteen  specific  In¬ 
dices  of  enforcement.  The  State  must 


demonstrate  for  each  index  that  its  al¬ 
ternative  will  be  at  least  as  effective  as 
the  Federal  program  with  respect  to  the 
siffiject  of  each  index.  New  Mexico  has 
chosen  the  latto:  altemative  and  there¬ 
fore  its  enforcement  program  must  be 
compared  with  the  Federal  program  un¬ 
der  each  index. 

Sanctions.  Section  1902.4(c)  (2)  (xi) 
requires  that  the  State  provide  effec¬ 
tive  sanctions  against  violating  employ¬ 
ers  such  as  those  prescribed  in  the  Act 
In  measuring  New  Mexico’s  plan  against 
the  Federal  program  imder  this  index, 
tile  following  deficiencies  are  apparent: 

New  Mexico  provides  a  maximum  civil 
penalty  of  $100  for  violations  of  any  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  New  Mexico  Act  or  any 
regulations  of  the  board  and  a  maximum 
criminal  penalty  of  $500  for  the  making 
of  false  statements,  etc.  The  civil  penalty, 
under  the  Act’s  definition  of  “person” 
would  be  applicable  to  any  individual, 
including  employees.  The  criminal  pen¬ 
alty  is  more  narrow  in  application  than 
the  Federal,  applring  only  to  employers 
and  employees.  Such  penalties  are  impU- 
cable  only  at  the  discretion  of  the  trial 
court  in  conjunction  with  an  injunction 
proceeding  brought  at  the  discretion  of 
the  agency  at  the  end  of  the  abatement 
period  if  the  violation  has  not  been 
abated.  Under  this  scheme.  New  Mexico 
makes  no  distinction  between  serious 
and  non-serious  violations,  and  has  no 
specific  penalty  for  willful  or  repeated 
violations,  and  no  specific  penalties  for 
giving  advance  notice  of  an  Inspection, 
or  for  willful  violatimis  causing  death. 
Penalties  for  violations  of  recordkeeping 
and  posting,  if  considered  a  violation  of 
a  relation,  would  also  be  at  the  discre¬ 
tion  of  the  trial  court  in  conjunction  with 
a  discretionary  injunction  proceeding 
brought  when  abatement  had  not  been 
accomplished. 

New  Mexico  has  made  no  demonstra¬ 
tion  that  such  an  altemative  enforce¬ 
ment  scheme  is  or  will  be  as  effective  as 
the  Federal  provisions,  which  provide 
maximum  fines  of  one  thousand  dollars, 
mandatory  in  the  case  of  serious  viola¬ 
tions,  for  violations  of  standards,  and 
criminal  sanctions  of  up  to  a  ten  thou¬ 
sand  dollar  fine  or  six  months  in  prison 
for  false  representations,  or  the  willful 
violation  of  a  standard  causing  death. 

While  the  application  of  maximum 
penalty  amounts  is  not  appropriate  in 
many  cases,  the  possibility  of  such  ap¬ 
plication,  where  warranted,  is  an  im¬ 
portant  compliance  Incentive  and  indi¬ 
cates  the  degree  to  which  employee  safe¬ 
ty  and  health  is  to  be  taken  seriously. 
With  regard  to  all  State  plans  found  ap- 
provahle,  the  substitution  of  a  lesser 
potential  civil  penalty  maximum  has 
been  found  to  be  no  acceptable  alterna¬ 
tive  to  the  Federal  maximum  penalty 
amount:  to  be  “at  least  as  effective  as” 
when  likes  are  compared  requires  meet¬ 
ing  the  same  standard,  or  better.  (See 
South  Carolina  Decision  (37  FR  25932, 
25933)). 

First  Instance  Sanctions.  Inherent  in 
the  New  Mexico  miforcement  scheme  is 
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the  concept  that  no  penalty  will  be  im¬ 
posed  for  the  first  discovery  of  violation 
of  a  standard,  however  serious  that  vio¬ 
lation  might  be.  Without  first  instance 
sanctions,  there  is  no  incentive  for  an 
employer  to  comply  with  regulations  or 
to  correct  a  hazardous  situation  until 
after  that  employer  has  been  inspected 
and  told  to  abate.  The  fact  that  the  em¬ 
ployer  could  have  complied  with  a  stand¬ 
ard  at  any  time  is  immaterial  because  he 
is  only  required  to  comply  after  the  in¬ 
spection  has  been  conducted  and  the 
notice  sent  out.  This  procedure  clearly 
diminishes  employee  protection.  Under 
the  Federal  Act  with  its  mandatory  first 
instance  sanctions  for  serious  violations, 
an  employer  knows  that  he  must  comply 
with  all  standards  immediately,  because 
he  could  and  will  be  inspected  at  any 
time,  and  he  realizes  that  when  he  is 
inspected,  he  will  be  fined  for  any  vio¬ 
lations  which  exist.  Therefore,  there  is 
an  inducement  to  comply  immediately. 

A  recalcitrant  employer  is  not  permitted 
to  avoid  compliance  and  wait  until  he 
is  finally  inspected,  thereby  circumvent¬ 
ing  and  delaying  all  employee  protec¬ 
tions,  and  possibly  causing  injury  or 
death.  In  contrast,  however,  under  the 
New  Mexico  system,  even  the  most 
egregious  violation  of  a  standard,  caus¬ 
ing  multiple  deaths  or  injuries,  would 
only  result  in  a  notice  being  sent  to  the 
employer,  informing  him  that  he  should 
remedy  the  situation  by  a  certain  date. 

In  addition  to  the  problems  en¬ 
countered  with  the  New  Mexico  enforce¬ 
ment  system  as  it  is  applied  to  regula¬ 
tions  which  are  occupational  safety  and 
health  standards,  substantive  problems 
exist  when  this  system  is  used  to  enforce 
other  regulations.  This  would  include 
the  posting  regulation  proposed  by  the 
agency,  (the  Federal  Act  prescribes  a 
mandatory  penalty  of  up  to  one  thousand 
dollars  for  violation  of  the  posting  re- 
quirwnents  imder  the  Act)  recordkeep¬ 
ing  and  reporting  regulations,  employee 
information  regarding  hazards,  and  the 
prohibition  against  advance  notice,  dis¬ 
cussed  infra. 

Employee  sanctions.  The  entire  pro¬ 
cedure  is  further  weakened  by  the  fact 
that  under  the  New  Mexico  Act,  em¬ 
ployees  are  subject  to  the  same  penalties 
as  employers,  and  in  fact,  section  59-14- 
16(e)  of  the  Act  describes  an  additional 
employee  sanction  for  willful  violations. 
Employee  sanctions,  have  not  been  de¬ 
termined  to  weaken  the  effectiveness  of 
a  program  per  se,  but  the  application  of 
such  provisions  must  be  limited  to  avoid 
substantial  problems  which  would  reduce 
the  overall  effectiveness  of  the  enforce¬ 
ment  program.  Restrictions  are  neces¬ 
sary  to  prevent  the  primary  responsi¬ 
bility  for  compliance  with  standards 
from  shifting  from  the  employer  to  the 
employee.  The  employer  is  responsible 
for  the  jobsite,  and  has  control  over  the 
operations,  machinery,  tools,  and  work 
procedures.  He  also  can  exercise  the 
authority  to  change  any  of  these  con¬ 
ditions. 

An  employee  sanction,  such  as  that 
proposed  by  New  Mexico,  would,  in 


effect,  transfer  or  make  possible  the 
transfer  of  such  compliance  responsi¬ 
bility.  There  is  no  provision  in  the  New 
Mexico  Act  which  limits  the  appli¬ 
cability  of  the  penalties  in  a  manner 
which  would  prevent  such  a  shifting  of 
responsibility,  and  in  addition,  there  is 
the  obvious  controversy  which  would 
constantly  arise  concerning  whether  an 
employee  or  the  employer  is  responsible 
for  a  violation,  and  the  further  problem 
that  an  employee  sanction  would  inter¬ 
fere  with  the  traditional  right  and  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  an  employer  to  discipline 
his  own  employees.  (See  Iowa  Decision 
38  FR  19368-19369) . 

Employee  Right  to  Contest  Abatement 
Periods.  Section  1902.4(c)  (2)  (xil)  re¬ 
quires  that,  in  addition  to  an  employer’s 
right  to  contest  violations  and  abate¬ 
ment  periods,  employees  be  given  the 
right  to  full  participation  in  the  review 
procedures  for  both  the  citation  and 
the  abatement  period.  The  Federal  Act, 
in  section  10(c)  provides  that  employees 
have  the  right  to  contest  abatement 
periods  set  by  the  Secretary.  The  New 
Mexico  Act,  however,  provides  only  for 
participation  by  employees  in  the  review 
of  the  abatement  date;  employees  may 
not  contest  the  date  (of  course  em¬ 
ployees  who  are  themselves  cited  by  the 
agency  do  have  the  right  to  contest  both 
the  notice  and  the  abatement  date) . 

This  right  is  important  because 
although  the  employer  woiild  likely  con¬ 
test  any  abatement  period  which  ap¬ 
peared  unreasonably  short,  it  would  be 
unlikely  that  the  employer  would  con¬ 
test  an  abatement  period  which  ap¬ 
peared  unreasonably  long.  Only  the  em¬ 
ployee,  who  has  a  direct  interest  in 
abatement  occurring  as  soon  as  possible, 
would  wish  to  contest  such  a  period.  This 
presents  a  situation  contrary  to  the  ex¬ 
press  purpose  of  the  Act,  that  of  maxi¬ 
mum  employee  protection.  New  Mexico 
has  not  demonstrated  that  its  alterna¬ 
tive  would  be  at  least  as  effective  as  its 
Federal  coimterpart. 

Employee  Discrimination  (29  CFR 
1902.4(c)  (2)  (V)).  The  New  Mexico  Act. 
section  59-14-23 (c)  makes  discrimina¬ 
tion  against  employees  a  misdemeanor 
punishable  by  a  fine  of  up  to  $500,  and, 
when  the  employer  is  foimd  guilty,  the 
employee  must  be  reinstated.  This  pro¬ 
vision  is  in  contrast  to  the  Federal  Act 
section  11(c),  which  provides  that  an 
employee  may  file  a  complaint  with  the 
Secretary  of  Labor  after  which  the  Sec¬ 
retary  conducts  an  investigation  and, 
where  appropriate,  may  initiate  civil 
proceedings  in  Federal  district  court.  As 
a  result  of  this  civil  action,  the  employee 
may  be  reinstated  with  full  rights,  in¬ 
cluding  back  pay.  New  Mexico  has  not 
demonstrated  that  its  alternative  will 
be  as  effective.  The  employer  must  be 
found  guilty  of  a  criminal  offense  before 
an  employee  is  entitled  to  any  relief. 
This  means  that  the  agency,  presum¬ 
ably  acting  through  a  local  prosecutor, 
must  prove  its  case  beyond  a  reasonable 
doubt,  a  burden  which  is  far  more  diffi¬ 
cult  to  meet  than  the  preponderance  of 
the  evidence  burden  in  most  civil  trials. 
In  addition,  there  is  some  question  as  to 


a  criminal  court’s  power  to  reinstate  an 
employee  to  his  former  position  since 
this  appears  to  be  more  in  the  nature  of 
injunctive  relief,  and  there  exists  the 
possibility  that  various  constitutional 
issues  might  arise,  which  could  further 
inhibit  the  agency’s  chances  for  success¬ 
fully  prosecuting  a  case.  This  would  in¬ 
clude,  among  others,  the  fact  that  the 
agency,  upon  losing  at  the  trial  cowrt 
level,  would  be  unable  to  appeal  this 
decision  to  a  higher  court.  T^  would 
cause  the  development  of  the  law  in  this 
area  to  be  formiilated  solely  through  ap¬ 
peals  by  employers  convicted  at  the  trial 
court  level,  and  would  leave  the  agency 
in  a  position  where  it  had  very  little  con¬ 
trol  over  this  development. 

Prohibition  Against  Advance  Notice. 
Section  1902.3(f)  requires  that  the  State 
provide  for  a  prohibition  against  advance 
notice  of  inspections  with  limited 
exceptions. 

The  Federal  Act,  in  section  17(f)  pro¬ 
vides  a  criminal  penalty  of  a  fine  of  up 
to  one  thousand  dollars  and  imprison¬ 
ment  for  up  to  six  months  for  any  person 
giving  advance  notice  of  an  inspection 
without  authority  from  the  Secretary. 

The  New  Mexico  plan  proposes  to  pro¬ 
hibit  advance  notice  of  inspections  by  the 
adoption  of  a  regulation  which  sets  out 
the  limited  circumstances  where  advance 
notice  co\fid  be  given.  This  regulation 
woxild  be  enforced  in  the  same  manner  as 
all  other  regulations.  Thus,  New  Mexico 
requires  only  that  notice  of  the  violation 
be  sent  to  the  violator  and  that  an  abate¬ 
ment  date  be  set.  The  fiine  of  up  to  one 
hundred  dollars  could  presumably  only 
be  applied  after  the  expiration  of  the 
remedial  date.  Aside  from  the  obvious 
problem  of  how  a  remedial  time  period 
could  be  set  for  such  a  violation,  it  is  ap¬ 
parent  that  there  would  be  no  sanction 
whatever  for  a  first  violation  of  the  ad¬ 
vance  notice  regulation. 

Item  2:  Standards.  State  standards, 
under  29  CFR  1902.3(c)  must  also  meet 
the  “at  least  as  effective”  test.  Under  29 
CFR  1902.4(a)  the  State  can  meet  this 
criterion  either  by  establishing  the  same 
standards,  procedures,  criteria,  and  rules 
as  the  Federal  program,  or  by  alternative 
standards,  procedures,  criteria,  and  rules 
which  me^  seven  specific  indices  of 
effectiveness.  The  State  must  demon¬ 
strate  for  each  index  that  its  alternative 
will  be  at  least  as  effective  as  the  Fed¬ 
eral  program  with  rei^>ect  to  the  subject 
of  each  index.  Although  New  Mexico  has 
indicated  that  it  intends  to  adopt  most 
Federal  standards,  its  program  must  be 
compared  with  the  Federal  program  to 
insure  that  all  state  standards  are  at 
least  as  effective. 

The  New  Mexico  Act  provides  only  that 
the  board  adopt  regulations  which  are 
consistent  with  the  Federal  Act. 

There  is  no  guarantee  of  either  present 
or  future  effectiveness  and  there  is  noth¬ 
ing  in  the  State  Act  which  requires  that 
the  indices  enumerated  in  29  CFR 
1902.4(b)  will  be  met  with  respect  to 
State  occupational  safety  and  health 
standards  in  areas  where  there  are  no 
present  Federal  standards.  In  particular 
the  New  Mexico  Act  does  not  provide  that 
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such  standards  assure  protection  for  em¬ 
ployees  during  their,  working  lives  (29 
CFR  1902.4(b)  (2)  (i)) ;  or  require  that 
Information  on  a  hazard  be  given  to  em¬ 
ployees;  or  that  such  standards,  where 
appropriate,  provide  for  medical  exami¬ 
nations  or  monitoring  and  measuring  of 
exposure  (29  CFR  1902.4(b)  (2)  (vi)  and 
(vii) ) . 

4.  Rules  of  procedure,  (a)  Publication 
in  the  State.  (1)  By  December  12,  1974, 
New  Mexico  shall  public  or  cause  to  be 
published  within  the  State  reasonable 
notice  containing  a  summary  of  the  in¬ 
formation  in  the  notice  as  well  as  the  lo¬ 
cation  or  locations  where  a  copy  of  the 
fun  notice  is  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  and  copjring. 

2.  Two  copies  of  such  iM>tice  shall  be 
served  on  the  Assistant  Secretary  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (f )  (2)  of  this 
section. 

(b)  Submission  by  the  State.  By  Janu¬ 
ary  19,  1975,  the  State  shall  submit  a 
statement  of  which  items  in  the  state¬ 
ment  of  Issues  section  of  this  notice  are 
being  contested  and  a  brief  statement  of 
the  facts  relied  upon,  iiu^luding  whether 
the  use  of  witnesses  is  intended.  This 
submission  shall  be  served  on  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  in  acoordsmoe  with  para¬ 
graph  (f)  (2)  of  this  section.  If  such 
statement  is  not  received  by  January  19, 
1975,  then  the  State  will  be  considered  to 
be  in  agreement  with  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary’s  deterHoination,  and  will  have 
waived  its  right  to  a  hearing  under  sec¬ 
tion  18(d)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
1902.19(a). 

(c)  Administratwe  Uuo  judge;  powers 
and  duties.  (1)  The  administrative  law 
judge  appointed  under  5  U.S.C.  3105  and 
designated  by  the  Chief  Administrative 
Law  Judge  to  preside  over  the  hearing 
shall  have  all  the  powers  necessary  and 
appropriate  to  conduct  a  fair,  full  and 
impartial  hearing  including  the  follow¬ 
ing:  (i>  To  administer  oaths  and  affirma¬ 
tions;  (ii)  to  rule  upon  offers  of  proof  and 
receive  relevant  evidence;  (iii)  to  provide 
for  discovery,  including  the'  issuance  of 
subpoenas  as  authorized  by  section  8(b) 
of  the  Act  and  5  UB.C.  555(d)  and  556(c) 

(2),  and  to  determine  the  scope  and 
time  limits  of  discovery;  (iv)  to  regulate 
the  course  of  the  hearing  and  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  parties  and  their  counsel; 
(v)  to  consider  and  rule  upon  procedural 
requests  e.g.  motions  for  extension  of 
time;  (vi)  to  hold  pre-hearing  confer¬ 
ences  for  the  settlement  or  simplification 
of  issues;  (vii)  to  take  official  notice  of 
material  facts  not  appearing  in  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  in  accordance  with 
paragraph  (o)  (4)  of  this  section;  (viil) 
to  render  an  initial  decision;  (ix)  to  ex¬ 
amine  and  cross-examine  witnesses;  and 
(x)  to  take  any  other  appropriate  action 
authorized  by  the  Act,  the  implement¬ 
ing  regulations,  or  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act,  5  TJ.S.C.  554-557  (herein¬ 
after  called  the  APA) . 

(2)  On  procedural  questions  not 
otherwise  regulated  by  these  rules,  the 
Act  or  the  APA,  the  administrative  law 
judge  shall  be  guided  to  the  extent  prac¬ 
ticable  by  the  pertinent  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Rules  of  C:?lvil  Procedure. 


(3)  All  documents  required  by  these 
rules  to  be  filed  with  the  administrative 
law  judge  shall  be  sent  to: 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge 
UA.  Department  of  Labor 
Suite  720  Vanguard  BuUdlng 
1111  30th  Street  NW. 

Washington,  D.C.  20036 

(d)  Disqualification.  (1)  If  the  admin¬ 
istrative  law  judge  deems  himself  dis¬ 
qualified  to  preside  over  this  hearing,  he 
shall  withdraw  by  notice  on  the  record 
directed  to  the  Chief  Administrative  Law 
Judge.  Any  party,  who  deems  an  admin¬ 
istrative  law  judge,  for  any  reason,  to  be 
disqualified  to  preside,  or  to  continue  to 
preside  over  this  hearing,  may  file  a 
motion  to  disqualify  and  remove  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge,  provided  the 
motion  is  filed  prior  to  the  time  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  files  his  decision. 
Such  motion  must  be  supported  by  af¬ 
fidavits  setting  forth  the  alleged  groimd 
for  disqualification.  The  Chief  Adminis¬ 
trative  Law  Judge  shall  rule  upon  the 
motion. 

(2)  Contumacious  conduct  at  any 
hearing  before  the  administrative  law 
judge  Shan  be  ground  for  summary  ex¬ 
clusion  from  the  hearing.  If  a  witness 
or  party  refuses  to  answer  a  question 
after  being  so  directed  or  refuses  to  obey 
an  order  to  provide  or  permit  discovery, 
the  administrative  law  judge  may  make 
such  orders  with  regard  to  the  refxisal  as 
are  just  and  proper,  including  the  strik¬ 
ing  of  an  testimony  previously  given  by 
such  witness  on  r^ated  matters. 

(e)  Ex  parte  communications.  Except 
to  Uhe  extent  required  for  the  dis^i- 
tion  of  ex  parte  matters  the  administra¬ 
tive  law  judge  shah  not  consult  any  in¬ 
terested  person  or  party  or  their  repre¬ 
sentative  on  any  fact  in  issue  or  on  the 
merits  of  any  matter  before  him  except 
upon  notice  and  opportunity  for  all  par¬ 
ties  to  participate.  Written  or  oral  com- 
mxmications  from  interested  persons 
outside  the  Department  of  Labor  involv¬ 
ing  any  substantive  or  procedural  issues 
in  this  hearing  directed  to  the  adminis¬ 
trative  law  judge,  the  Secretary  of  Labor, 
Use  Assistant  Secretary,  the  Associate 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Regional  Pro¬ 
grams,  the  Solicitor  of  Labor,  or  the  As¬ 
sociate  Solicitor  for  Occups^ional  Safety 
and  Health,  or  their  staffs  shall  be 
deemed  ex  parte  communications  and 
are  not  to  be  considered  part  of  any  rec¬ 
ord  or  the  basis  for  any  official  decision, 
imless  the  communicatima  is  made  by 
motion  to  the  administrative  law  judge 
and  served  upon  all  the  parties.  To  facil¬ 
itate  implementation  of  this  requirement, 
the  above-mentioned  offices  may  keep 
a  log  of  such  communications  which  shall 
be  made  available  to  the  puUic  and  may, 
by  motion,  be  entered  into  the  record. 

(f)  Manner  and  proof  of  service.  (1) 
Service  of  any  document  upon  any  party 
may  be  made  by  personal  delivery  of,  or 
by  mailing  a  copy  of  the  document  by 
certified  mail,  to  the  last  known  address 
of  the  party  or  his  representative.  The 
person  serving  the  document  shall  cer¬ 
tify  to  the  maimer  and  date  of  service. 

(2)  For  the  purpose  of  serving  docu¬ 
ments  on  the  Assistant  Secretary,  $dl 


documents  and  pleading  shall  be  served 
on: 

Benjamin  W.  Mlntz 
Associate  SoUdtor  for 
Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Office  of  the  Solicitor 
Room  5420 

14th  and  Constitution  Avenue.  NW. 

Washington.  DX:.  20210 

(3)  For  the  purpose  of  serving  docu¬ 
ments  on  the  State,  all  documents  and 
pleading  shall  be  served  on: 

Aaron  Bond 

Director,  Environmental 
Improvement  Agency 
P.O.  Box  2348 

Room  606,  PJE.R.A.  Building 
Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  B7503 

(g)  Determination  of  parties.  (1)  The 
New  Mexico  Environmental  Improve¬ 
ment  Agency  and  the  Department  of 
Labor  shall  be  the  Initial  parties  to  this 
proceeding.  Other  interested  persons 
may,  at  the  discretion  of  the  adminis¬ 
trative  law  judge,  be  granted  the  right 
to  participate  as  parties  If  he  determines 
that  the  final  decision  could  substan¬ 
tially  affect  them  or  the  class  they  rep¬ 
resent,  or  that  they  may  contribute 
materially  to  the  disposition  of  the 
proceeding. 

(2)  Any  person  wishing  to  participate 
as  a  party  in  this  hearing  shall  submit 
in  accordance  with  paragraph  (c)  (3)  of 
this  section  a  petition  to  the  administra¬ 
tive  law  judge  by  January  19,  1975.  The 
petition  shall  also  be  served  upon  the 
State  and  the  Assistant  Secretary  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (f )  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  Such  petition  disill  concisely  state: 
(1)  Petitioner’s  interest  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing;  (ii)  how  his  participation  may  con¬ 
tribute  to  the  disposition  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing;  (iii)  who  win  appear  for  ttie 
petitioner;  (iv)  the  issue  or  Issues  as 
set  out  in  this  notice  on  which  the  peti¬ 
tioner  wishes  to  participate;  and  (v) 
whether  petitioner  intends  to  present 
witnesses. 

(3)  ITie  administrative  law  judge 
shall,  within  5  days  of  receipt  of  the 
petition,  ascertain  from  the  State  and  the 
Assistant  Secretary  what  objections,  if 
any,  there  are  to  the  petition.  He  shall 
then  determine  whether  the  petitioner 
is  qualified  in  his  judgment  to  be  a  party 
in  the  proceedings  and  shall  permit  or 
deny  participation  accordingly.  The  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  shall  give  each 
petitioner  written  notice  of  the  decisitm 
on  his  petition  pnxnptly.  If  the  petition 
is  denied,  the  notice  shall  briefiy  state 
the  grounds  for  denial.  Persons  whose  pe¬ 
tition  for  party  participaticm  is  denied 
may  appeal  the  decision  to  the  Secretary 
within  5  days  of  receipt  of  the  notice  of 
denial.  The  Secretary  will  make  the  final 
decision  to  grant  or  deny  the  petition  no 
later  than  10  days  prior  to  the  com¬ 
mencement  of  the  hearing. 

(4)  Where  the  petitions  to  participate 
as  parties  are  made  by  Individuals  or 
groups  with  common  interests,  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  may  require  all 
such  petitioners  to  designate  a  single  rep¬ 
resentative,  or  he  may  recognize  one  or 
more  of  such  petitioners  to  represent  all 
such  petitioners. 
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(h)  Provision  for  written  comments. 
Any  person  uiio  is  not  a  party  may  sub¬ 
mit  a  written  statement  of  position  witJi 
4  copies  to  the  administrative  law  judge 
at  any  time  prior  to  or  during  the  hear¬ 
ing,  which  statement  shall  be  made  avail¬ 
able  to  all  parties  and  may  be  introduced 
into  evidence  by  a  party.  Mere  state¬ 
ments  of  approval  or  opposition  to  the 
plan  without  any  documentary  support 
shall  not  be  considered  as  falling  within 
this  provision. 

(i)  Submission  of  documentary  evi¬ 
dence.  (1)  The  administrative  law  judge 
shall  set  a  date  by  which  all  documen¬ 
tary  evidence  which  is  to  be  offered  ding¬ 
ing  the  hearing  shall  be  submitted  to 
the  administrative  law  judge  and  served 
on  the  other  parties.  Such  submission 
date  shall  be  sufficiently  in  advance  of 
the  hearing  as  to  permit  study  and  prep¬ 
aration  of  cross-examination  and  re¬ 
buttal  evidence.  Documentary  evidence 
not  submitted  in  advance  may  be  re¬ 
ceived  into  evidence  upon  a  clear  show¬ 
ing  that  the  offering  party  had  good 
cause  for  failure  to  produce  the  evidence 
sooner. 

(2)  The  authenticity  of  all  documents 
submitted  in  advance  shall  be  deemed 
admitted  unless  written  objections  are 
filed  prior  to  the  hearing,  except  that  a 
party  will  be  permitted  to  challenge  such 
authenticity  at  a  later  date  upon  clear 
showing  of  good  cause  for  failure  to  have 
filed  such  written  objections. 

(j)  Pre-hearing  conference.  (1)  Upon 
his  own  motion,  or  the  motion  of  a'party, 
the  administrative  law  judge  may  direct 
the  parties  and/or  their  counsel  to  meet 
with  him  for  a  conference  or  conferences 
to  consider:  (i)  Simplification  of  the  is¬ 
sues;  (ii)  the  necessity  or  desirability  of 
amendments  to  documents  for  purposes 
of  clarification,  simplification,  or  limita¬ 
tion;  (iii)  stipiilations  of  fact,  and  of  the 
authenticity  of  the  contents  of  docu¬ 
ments;  (iv)  limitations  on  the  number  of 
parties  and  of  expert  witnesses;  (v)  scope 
of  participation  of  petitioners  under 
paragraph  (g)  of  this  sectio^;  (vi)  such 
other  matters  as  may  tend  to  expedite  the 
disposition  of  the  proceedings,  and  to  as¬ 
sure  a  just  conclusion  thereof. 

(2)  The  administrative  law  judge  shall 
enter  an  order  which  recites  the  action 
taken  at  the  conference,  the  amend¬ 
ments  allowed  to  any  documents  which 
have  been  filed,  in  accordance  with  this 
section,  and  the  agreements  made  be,- 
tween  the  parties  as  to  any  of  the  matters 
considered.  Such  order  shall  limit  the 
issues  for  hearing  to  those  not  disposed  of 
by  admissions  or  agreements,  and  control 
the  subsequent  course  of  the  hearing,  un¬ 
less  modified  at  the  hearing  to  prevent 
manifest  injustice. 

(k)  Discovery.  (1)  Requests  for  ad¬ 
mission.  At  any  time  after  the  commence¬ 
ment  of  a  proceeding  under  this  part  but 
generally  before  the  pre-hearing  con¬ 
ference,  any  party  may  request  of  any 
other  party,  admissions  that  relate  to 
statements  or  opinions  of  fact,  or  of  the 
application  of  law  to  fact,  including  the 
genuineness  of  any  dociunent  described 
in  the  request.  Copies  of  documents  shall 


be  served  with  the  request  imless  they 
have  been  or  are  otherwise  furnished  or 
made  available  for  inspection  or  copy¬ 
ing.  The  matter  shall  be  deemed  admitted 
unless,  within  30  days  after  service  of 
the  request,  or  within  such  shorter  or 
longer  time  as  the  administrative  law 
judge  may  prescribe,  the  party  to  whom 
the  request  is  directed  serves  upon  the 
party  requesting  the  admission  a  spe¬ 
cific  written  response. 

(2)  If  objection  is  made,  the  reasons 
therefor  shall  be  stated.  The  answer 
shall  specifically  deny  the  matter  or  set 
forth  in  detail  the  reasons  why  the 
answering  party  cannot  truthfully  admit 
or  deny  the  matter.  A  denial  shall  fairly 
meet  the  substance  of  the  requested  ad¬ 
mission  and  when  good  faith  requires 
that  a  party  qualify  his  answer  or  deny 
only  a  part  of  the  matter  on  which  an  ad¬ 
mission  is  requested,  he  shall  specify  so 
much  of  it  as  is  true  and  qualify  or  deny 
the  remainder.  An  answering  party  may 
not  give  lack  of  information  or  ^owl- 
edge  as  the  reasons  for  failure  to  admit 
or  deny  unless  he  states  that  he  has  made 
reasonable  inquiry  and  that  the  informa¬ 
tion  known  or  readily  obtainable  by  him 
is  insufficient  to  enable  him  to  admit  or 
deny. 

(3)  The  party  who  has  requested  the 
admission  may  move  to  determine  the 
sufficiency  of  the  answers  or  objections. 
Unless  the  administrative  law  judge  de¬ 
termines  that  an  objection  is  justified, 
he  may  order  either  that  the  matter  is 
admitted  or  that  an  amended  answer  be 
served.  The  administrative  law  judge 
may,  in  lieu  of  ttiese  orders,  determine 
that  final  disposition  of  the  requests  be 
made  at  a  pre-hearing  conference,  or  at 
a  designated  time  prior  to  the  hearing. 
Any  matter  admitt^  under  this  section 
is  conclusively  established  unless  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  on  motion  permits 
withdrawal  or  amendment  of  the  ad¬ 
mission. 

Copies  of  all  requests  and  responses 
shall  be  served  on  all  parties  and  filed 
with  the  administrative  law  judge. 

(4)  Depositions.  The  testimony  of  any 
witness  may  be  taken  by  deposition.  Dep¬ 
ositions  may  be  taken  orally  or  upon 
written  interrogatories  before  any  person 
designated  by  the  administrative  law 
judge  or  having  power  to  administer 
oaths. 

(5)  Application.  Any  party  desiring  to 
take  the  deposition  of  a  witness  may 
make  application  in  writing  to  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  setting  forth;  (i) 
The  time  when,  the  place  where,  and  the 
name  and  post  office  address  of  the  per¬ 
son  before  whom  the  deposition  is  to  be 
taken;  (ii)  the  name  and  address  of  each 
witness;  and  (iii)  the  subject  matter  con¬ 
cerning  which  each  witness  is  expected 
to  testify. 

(6)  Notice.  Such  notice  as  the  admin¬ 
istrative  law  judge  may  order  shall  be 
given  by  the  party  taking  the  deposition 
to  every  other  party. 

(7)  Taking  and  receiving  evidence 
Each  witness  testifying  upon  deposition 
shall  be  sworn,  and  the  parties  not  call¬ 
ing  him  shall  have  the  right  to  cross- 


examine  him.  The  questions  propoimded 
and  the  answers  thereto,  together  with 
all  objections  made,  shall  be  reduced  to 
writing,  and  shall  be  read  to  or  by  the 
witness  unless  such  examination  and 
reading  are  waived  by  the  witness  and  . 
the  parties.  Any  changes  in  form  or  sub¬ 
stance  which  the  witness  desires  to  make 
shall  be  entered  upon  the  deposition  by 
the  officer  with  a  statement  of  the  rea¬ 
sons  given  by  the  witness  for  making 
them.  The  deposition  shall  then  be  signed 
by  the  witness  and  certified  by  the  officer 
before  whom  the  deposition  was  taken. 
Thereafter  the  officer  shall  seal  the  dep¬ 
osition,  with  copies  thereof,  in  an  enve¬ 
lope  and  mail  the  same  by  registered  or 
certified  mail  to  the  administrative  law 
judge  at  the  address  in  paragraph  (c)  (3) 
of  this  section. 

(8)  Subject  to  such  objections  to  the 
questions  and  answers  as  were  noted  at 
the  time  of  taking  the  deposition,  any 
part  or  all  of  a  deposition  may  be  offered 
into  evidence  by  the  party  taking  it  as 
against  any  party  who  was  present,  rep¬ 
resented  at  the  taking  of  the  deposition, 
or  who  had  due  notice  thereof. 

(9)  Other  discovery.  Whenever  ap¬ 
propriate  to  a  just  disposition  of  any  is¬ 
sue  in  the  hearing,  the  administrative 
law  judge  may  allow  discovery  by  any 
other  appropriate  procedure,  such  as  by 
interrogatories  upon  a  party  or  motion 
for  production  of  documents  by  a  party. 

(1)  Consent  findings  and  orders.  (1) 
General.  At  any  time  before  the  reception 
of  evidence  in  the  hearing,  or  during  the 
hearing,  a  reasonable  opportunity  may 
be  afforded  to  permit  negotiation  by  the 
parties  of  an  agreement  containing  con¬ 
sent  findings  and  a  rule  or  order  dispos¬ 
ing  of  the  whole  or  any  part  of  the 
proceeding.  The  allowance  of  such  op¬ 
portunity  and  the  duration  thereof  shall 
be  in  the  discretion  of  the  administrative 
law  judge,  after  consideration  of  the  na¬ 
ture  of  the  proceeding,  the  requirements 
of  the  public  interest,  the  representations 
of  the  parties,  and  the  probability  of  an 
agreement  which  will  result  in  a  just 
disposition  of  the  issues. 

(2)  Contents.  Any  agreement  contain¬ 
ing  consent  findings  and  a  rule  or  order 
disposing  of  a  proceeding  shall  also  pro¬ 
vide:  (i)  That  the  rule  qr  order  shall 
have  the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  made 
after  a  full  hearing;  (ii)  a  waiver  of  any 
further  procedural  steps  before  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary;  and  (iii)  a  waiver  of  any  right  to 
challenge  or  contest  the  validity  of  the 
findingrs  and  of  the  rule  or  order  made  in 
accordance  with  the  agreement. 

(3)  Submission.  On  or  before  the  ex¬ 
piration  of  the  time  granted  for  negotia¬ 
tions,  the  parties  or  their  counsel  may: 
(i)  Submit  the  proposed  agreement  to 
the  administrative  law  judge  for  his  con¬ 
sideration;  or  (ii)  inform  the  adminis¬ 
trative  law  judge  that  agreement  cannot 
be  reached. 

(4)  Disposition.  In  the  event  an  agree¬ 
ment  containing  consent  findings  and  a 
rule  or  order  is  submitted  within  the 
time  allowed  therefor,  the  administrative 
law  judge  may  accept  such  agreement  by 
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issuing  his  decision  based  upon  the 
agreed  findings.  Such  decision  shall  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(m)  Motion  for  a  summary  decision. 

(1)  Any  party  may,  at  least  20  days  be¬ 
fore  the  date  fixed  for  the  hearing,  move, 
with  or  without  supporting  affidavits,  for 
a  summary  decision  on  all  or  any  part  of 
the  proceeding.  Any  other  party  may, 
within  10  days  after  service  of  the  mo¬ 
tion,  serve  opposing  affidavits  or  file  a 
cross  motion  for  summary  decision.  The 
administrative  law  judge  may,  in  his  dis¬ 
cretion,  set  the  matter  for  argument  and 
call  for  submission  of  briefs.  The  filing 
of  any  documents  under  this  section  shall 
be  with  the  administrative  law  judge  and 
copies  of  any  such  document  shall  be 
served  on  all  the  parties. 

(2)  The  administrative  law  judge  may 
grant  such  motion  if  the  pleadings,  affi¬ 
davits,  material  obtained  by  discovery 
or  otherwise  obtained,  or  matters  offi¬ 
cially  noticed,  show  that  there  is  no 
genuine  issue  as  to  any  material  fact 
and  that  a  party  is  entitled  to  summary 
decision.  Affidavits  shall  set  forth  such 
facts  as  would  be  admissible  in  evidence 
in  the  hearing  and  shall  show  affirma¬ 
tively  that  the  affiant  is  cOTUiehmt  to 
testify  to  the  mattos  stated  therein. 
When  a  motion  for  summary  decision  is 
made  and  supported  as  provided  in  para¬ 
graph  (m)(l),  the  .party  opposing  the 
motion  may  not  rest  uE>on  the  mere  al¬ 
legations  <h:  denials  of  his  pleading,  his 
response  must  set  forth  specific  facts 
showing  that  there  is  a  genuine  issue  of 
fact  for  the  hearing. 

(3)  Should  it  appear  from  the  affi¬ 
davits  of  a  party  c^iiosifig  the  motion 
that  he  cannot,  for  reasons  stated,  pre¬ 
sent  by  affidavits  facts  essential  to  jus¬ 
tify  his  oppo6iti(m,  the  administrative 
law  judge  may  deny  the  motion  for  sum¬ 
mary  decision  or  may  order  a  contin¬ 
uance  to  permit  affidavits  to  be  obtained, 
or  depositions  to  be  taken,  or  discovery 
to  be  had,  or  may  make  such  other  order 
as  is  just. 

(4)  The  denial  of  all  of  any  part  of  a 
motion  or  cross-motion  for  summary  de¬ 
cision  by  the  administrative  law  ju(!^ 
shall  not  be  subject  to  interlocutory  ap¬ 
peal  to  the  Secretary  imless  the  admin¬ 
istrative  law  judge  certifies  in  writing: 

(i)  Hiat  the  ruling  involves  an  impor¬ 
tant  Questicm  of  law  or  pt^icy  as  to 
which  there  is  substantial  ground  for 
difference  of  opinlcHi;  and  (ii)  that  an 
immediate  appeal  from  the  ruling  may 
materially  advance  the  ultimate  termina¬ 
tion  of  the  proceeding.  The  allowance  of 
such  an  interlocutory  appeal  shall  not 
stay  the  proceeding  before  the  adminis¬ 
trative  law  judge  unless  the  Secretary 
so  orders. 

(n)  Summary  decision.  (1)  No  genu¬ 
ine  issue  of  material  fact.  Where  no 
genuine  issue  of  material  fact  is  found  to 
have  been  raised  the  administrative  law 
judge  shall  issue  an  initial  decision  to  be¬ 
come  final  30  days  alter  servloe  thereof 
upon  each  party  unless,  within  those  30 
days  any  party  has  filed  written  excep¬ 
tions  to  the  d^lslon  with  the  Secreta;^. 
Requests  for  extension  of  time  to  file  ex¬ 


ceptions  may  be  granted  if  the  requests 
are  received  by  the  Secretary  no  later 
than  25  days  after  service  of  the  decision. 

(2)  If  any  timely  exceptions  are  filed, 
the  Secretary  may  set  a  time  for  filing 
any  respcmse  to  the  exception  with  sup¬ 
porting  reasons.  All  exceptions  and  re¬ 
sponses  thereto  shall  be  served  on  all  the 
parties. 

(3)  All  documents  required  by  these 
rules  to  be  filed  with  the  Secretary  shall 
be  sent  to: 

WiUiam  J.  Kllberg 

Solicitor  of  Labor 

n.S.  Department  of  Labor 

14th  and  Constitution  Avenue  NW. 

Washington,  D.C.  20210 

(4)  The  Secretary,  after  consideration 
of  the  decision,  the  exceptions,  and  any 
supporting  briefs  filed  therewith  and  any 
responses  to  the  exceptions  with  support¬ 
ing  reasons,  shall  issue  a  final  decision. 

(5)  An  initial  decision  and  a  final  deci¬ 
sion  under  this  section  shall  include  a 
statement  of:  (i)  Findings  of  fact  and 
conclusions  of  law  and  the  reasons  and 
bases  therefore  on  all  issues  presented; 
(ii)  reference  to  any  material  fact  based 
on  official  notice;  and  (iii)  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  rule  or  order  made.  The 
final  decision  shall  be  published  in  the 
Fedebal  Register  and  served  on  all  the 
parties. 

(6)  Hearings  on  issues  of  fact.  Where  a 
genuine  material  question  of  fact  is 
raised,  the  administrative  law  judge 
shall,  and  in  any  oUier  c£^  may,  set  the 
case  for  an  evidentiary  hearing. 

(0)  Hearings.  (1)  Order  of  proceed¬ 
ings.  Except  as  may  be  ordered  otherwise 
by  the  administrative  law  judge,  the 
State  ^  New  Mexico  shall  proceed  first 
at  the  bearing. 

(2)  Burden  of  proof.  The  State  of  New 
Mexico  shall  have  the  burden  of  proof. 

<3)  Evidence. 

(i)  Admissibility.  A  party  shall  be  en¬ 
titled  to  present  his  case  or  defense  by 
oral  or  documentary  evidence,  to  submit 
rebuttal  evidence,  and  to  conduct  such 
cross-examination  as  may  be  required  for 
a  full  and  true  disclosure  of  the  facts. 
Any  oral  or  documentary  evidence  may 
be  received,  but  the  administrative  law 
judge  Shan  exclude  evidence  which  is  ir¬ 
relevant,  immaterial  or  imduly  repeti¬ 
tious. 

(ii)  Testimony  of  witnesses.  The  testi¬ 
mony  of  a  witness  shall  be  upon  oath  or 
affirmation  administered  by  the  adminis¬ 
trative  law  judge. 

(iii)  Objections.  If  a  party  objects  to 
the  admission  or  rejection  of  any  evi¬ 
dence,  or  to  the  limitation  of  the  scope  of 
any  examination  or  cross-examination, 
or  to  the  failure  to  limit  such  scope,  he 
shall  state  briefly  the  grounds  for  such 

'  objection.  Ruling  on  all  objections  shall 
appear  in  the  record.  Only  objections 
made  before  the  administrative  law 
judge  may  be  relied  upon  subsequently 
in  the  proceeding. 

(iv)  Exceptions.  Formal  exception  to 
an  adverse  ruling  is  not  required. 

(4)  Official  notice.  Official  notice  may 
be  taken  of  any  material  fact  not  appear¬ 


ing  in  evidence  in  the  record  which  is 
among  the  traditional  matters  of  judicial 
notice,  or  concerning  which  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Labor  by  reason  of  its  f  imctions 
is  presumed  to  be  expert:  Provided,  That 
the  parties  shall  be  given  adequate  notice, 
at  the  hearing  or  by  reference  in  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge’s  and  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  decision  of  the  matters  so  noticed 
and  shall  be  given  adequate  opportunity 
to  show  the  contrary. 

(5)  Transcript.  Hearings  shall  be 
stenographlcally  reported.  Copies  of  the 
transcript  may  be  obtained  by  the  par¬ 
ties  and  the  public  upon  payment  of  the 
actual  cost  of  duplication  to  the  Depart- 
ment  of  L£dx>r  in  accordance  with  29 
cm  70.62. 

(p)  Decision  of  the  administrative  law 
judge. 

(1)  Proposed  findings  of  fact,  conclu¬ 
sions  and  rules  or  orders.  Within  30  days 
after  receipt  of  notice  that  the  transcript 
of  the  testimony  has  been  filed  with  the 
administrative  law  Judge,  or  such  addi¬ 
tional  time  as  the  administrative  law 
judge  may  allow,  each  party  may  file 
with  the  administrative  law  Judge  pro¬ 
posed  findings  of  fact,  conclusions  of  law, 
and  rule  or  order,  together  with  a  sup¬ 
porting  brief  expressing  the  reasons  for 
such  proposals.  Such  proposals  and  brief 
shall  be  served  on  all  other  parties  and 
shall  refer  to  all  portions  of  the  record 
and  to  an  authorities  relied  uix)n  in  sup¬ 
port  of  each  proposal. 

(2)  Decision  of  the  administrative  law 
judge.  Within  a  reasonable  time  after 
the  time  aUowed  for  the  filing  of  pro¬ 
posed  findings  of  fact,  conclusions  of  law 
and  rule  or  order,  the  administrative  law 
judge  shaU  make  and  serve  npon  each 
party  his  initial  decision  which  shaU 
become  final  upon  the  39th  day  after 
service  thereof  unless  exceptions  are  filed 
thereto. 

(3)  The  decision  of  the  administra¬ 
tive  law  judge  shan  be  based  solely  upon 
substantial  evidence  on  the  record  as  a 
whole  and  i^ball  state  all  facts  officially 
noticed  and  relied  upon.  The  decision  of 
the  administrative  law  judge  shall  in¬ 
clude:  (1)  A  statement  of  the  findings 
of  fact  and  conclusions  of  law,  with  rea¬ 
sons  and  bases  therefor  upon  each  mate¬ 
rial  issue  of  fact,  law  er  discretion  pre¬ 
sented  on  the  record;  (ii)  reference  to 
any  material  fact  based  on  official  notice; 
and  (iii)  the  appropriate  rule,  order,  re¬ 
lief  or  denial  thereto. 

(q)  Exceptions.  (1)  Within  30  days 
after  service  of  the  decision  of  the  ad¬ 
ministrative  law  judge  any  party  may 
file  with  the  Secretary,  written  excep¬ 
tions  thereto  with  supporting  reasons. 
Such  exceptions  shall  refer  to  the  i^>eclflc 
findings  of  fact,  conclusions  of  law,  or 
terms  of  the  rule  or  order  excepted  to; 
the  specific  pages  of  the  transcript  rele¬ 
vant  to  the  suggestions;  and  shall  sug¬ 
gest  corrected  findings  of  fact,  conclu¬ 
sions  of  law,  or  tenns  of  the  rule  or  or¬ 
der.  Requests  for  extension  of  time  to 
file  exo^itions  may  be  granted  if  the 
requests  are  received  by  the  Secretary  no 
later  than  25  days  after  service  of  the 
decision. 
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(2)  If  any  timely  exceptions  are  filed, 
the  Secretary  may  set  a  time  for  filing 
any  response  to  the  exceptions  with  sup¬ 
porting  reasons.  All  exceptions  and  re¬ 
sponses  thereto  shall  be  served  on  all  the 
parties.  Documents  required  to  be  filed 
with  the  Secretary  shall  be  filed  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraph  (n)  (3)  of  this 
section. 

(r)  Transmission  of  the  record.  If  the 
exceptions  are  filed,  the  Secretary  shall 
request  the  administrative  law  judge  to 
transmit  the  record  of  the  proceeding 
to  the  Secretary  for  review.  ITie  record 
shall  include  the  State’s  plan;  a  copy  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary’s  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rejection;  the  State’s  request  for 
a  hearing  and  statement  of  items  in  con¬ 
tention;  the  notice  of  the  hearing;  any 
motions  and  requests  filed  in  written 
form  and  ruling  thereon;  the  transcript 
of  the  testimony  taken  at  the  hearing, 
together  with  any  dociunents  or  papers 
filed  in  connection  with  the  pre-hearing 
conference  and  the  hearing  itself;  such 
proposed  findings  of  fact,  conclusions  of 
law,  rules  or  orders  and  supporting  rea¬ 
sons  as  may  have  been  filed;  the  admin¬ 
istrative  law  judge’s  decision;  and  such 
exceptions,  responses,  and  briefs  in  sup¬ 
port  thereof,  as  may  have  been  filed  in 
the  proceedings. 

(s)  Final  decision.  After  review  of  any 
exceptions,  together  with  the  record  ref¬ 
erences  and  authorities  cited  in  support 
thereof,  the  Secretary  shall  issue  a  final 
decision  ruling  upon  each  exception  and 
objection  filed.  The  final  decision  may 
afiBrm,  modify,  or  set  aside  in  whole  or 
in  part  the  findings,  conclusions  and  the 
rule  or  order  contained  in  the  decision 
of  the  administrative  law  judge.  The 
final  decision  shall  also  include  refer¬ 
ence  to  any  material  fact  based  on  offi¬ 
cial  notice  or  other  extra  record  fact. 

(t)  Effect  of  appeal  of  administrative 
law  judge’s  decision.  An  administrative 
law  judge’s  decision  shall  not  be  opera¬ 
tive  pending  a  decision  on  appeal  by  the 
Secretary.  If  there  are  no  exceptions  filed 
to  the  decision  of  the  administrative  law 
judge  the  administrative  law  judge’s  de¬ 
cision  shall  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  as  a  final  decision  and  served 
upon  the  parties. 

(u)  Finality  for  purposes  of  judicial 
review.  Only  a  final  decision  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  under  4(s)  shall  be  deemed  final 
agency  action  for  purposes  of  judicial 
review.  A  decision  of  an  administrative 
law  judge  which  becomes  final  for  lack  of 
appeal  is  not  deemed  final  agency  action 
for  purposes  of  5  U.S.C.  704. 

(V)  Judicial  review.  The  State  may 
obtain  judicial  review  of  a  decision  by  the 
Secretary  in  accordance  with  section  18 
(g)  of  the  Act. 

(Sec.  18,  Pub.  L.  91-596,  84  Stat.  1608  (29 
U.S.C.  667) ) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  25th 
day  of  November  1974. 

Peter  J.  Brennan, 
Secretary  of  Labor, 
[PR  Doc.74r-28476  Piled  12-5-74;8:46  amj 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  No.  647] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

December  3,  1974. 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  pubUshed  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  issues  as 
presently  reflected  in  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  interested.  No 
amendments  will  be  entertained  after 
the  date  of  this  publication. 

MC-P-I2201,  Buffacon,  Inc. — Control — Con¬ 
tainer  Transfer  Corporation,  now  assigned 
December  12,  1974,  at  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  is  can¬ 
celled  and  transferred  to  Modified  Proce¬ 
dure. 

No.  35937,  Lehigh  Valley  Railroad  Company, 
John  F.  Nash  and  Robert  C.  Haldeman, 
Trustees,  Petition  for  Declaratory  Order, 
now  being  assigned  for  Pre-hearing  Con¬ 
ference,  January  15,  1975,  at  the  Offices  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

I  &  S  No.  8997,  Minimum  Switching  Charges, 
Official  Territory  now  being  assigned  Janu¬ 
ary  28,  1975,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
I  &  S  M  28100,  Increased  Fares,  North  Boule¬ 
vard  Transportation  Co.,  now  assigned 
January  23,  1975,  at  New  York,  N.Y.,  is 
cancelled. 

I  &  S  No.  8982,  Soda  Ash,  SFA  Territory,  and 
FSA  No.  42837,  Soda  Ash  Within  the 
South,  now  assigned  January  20,  1975,  at 
Washington,  D.C.,  is  cancelled. 

I  &  S  No.  8995,  Minimum  Charges  on  Carload 
Shipments — Eastern  Territory,  now  being 
assigned  January  21,  1975,  at  the  Offices  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

MC  138465  Sub  3,  Phil  Townsend,  Jr.,  now 
being  assigned  February  4,  1975,  at  Talla¬ 
hassee,  Fla.,  in  a  hearing  room  to  be  later 
designated. 

MC  138276  Sub  2,  J  &  G  Transport  Ltd.,  now 
being  assigned  January  14,  1975,  at  Olym¬ 
pia,  Washington,  In  a  hearing  room  to  be 
later  designated. 

Ex  Parte  No.  310,  Increased  Freight  Rates 
and  Charges,  1975,  Nationwide,  now  being 
assigned  January  6,  1976,  at  the  Offices  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C. 

[seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.74-28573  Filed  12-6-74;8:45  am] 


[AB  6  (Sub-No.  19)] 

BURLINGTON  NORTHERN.  INC. 

Abandonment  Between  Corydon  and 
Humeston,  in  Wayne  County,  Iowa 

December  3, 1974. 

Present:  Kenneth  H.  Tuggle,  Commis¬ 
sioner,  to  whom  the  matter  which  Is  the 


subject  of  this  order  has  been  assigned 
for  action  thereon. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  in 
the  above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of 
a  staff-prepared  environmental  thresh¬ 
old  assessment  survey  which  is  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  upon  request; 
and 

It  appearing,  'That  no  environmental 
impact  statement  need  be  issued  in  this 
proceeding  because  this  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969,  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.;  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefor: 

It  is  ordered.  That  applicant  be,  and  it 
is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  in  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  in  Wayne  County,  Iowa,  on 
or  before  December  17,  1974,  and  cer¬ 
tify  to  the  Commission  that  this  has 
been  accomplished. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  general 
public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof  in 
the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by 
forwarding  a  copy  to  the  Director,  Office 
of  the  Federal  Register,  for  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th 
day  of  November,  1974. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Tuggle. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

Burlington  Northern,  Inc.,  Abandonment 
Between  Cortdon  and  Humeston,  in 
Wayne  County,  Iowa 

The  Interstate  Commerce  CoDimlsslon 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  dated  No¬ 
vember  26,  1974,  It  has  been  determined  that 
the  proposed  abandonment  by  the  Burling¬ 
ton  Northern  Railroad,  Inc.,  of  Its  line  of 
railroad  between  milepost  117.68  necur  Cory- 
don  and  milepost  130.97  near  Humeston,  a 
distance  of  approximately  13.4  miles.  In 
Wayne  County,  Iowa,  If  approved  by  the 
Commission,  does  not  constitute  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  within 
the  meaning  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  of  1969  (NEPA),  42  U.S.C.  4321, 
et  seq.,  and  that  preparation  of  a  detailed 
environmental  Impact  statement  will  not 
be  required  under  section  4332(2)  (C)  of  the 
NEPA. 

It  was  concluded,  among  other  things, 
that  the  environmental  effects  are  not  con¬ 
sidered  significant  because  (1)  the  volume 
of  traffic  handled  on  the  line  has  been  low 
and  Is  declining,  (2)  any  resultant  diver¬ 
sion  of  traffic  from  raU  to  truck  will  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  air  and  water 
quality,  and  (3)  both  Humeston  and  Cory- 
don  will  continue  to  have  rail  service  avail¬ 
able. 

This  determination  was  based  upon  the 
staff  preparation  and  consideration  of  an 
environmental  threshold  assessment  sur¬ 
vey,  which  is  available  on  request  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Office  of 
Proceedings,  Washington,  D.C.  20423;  tele¬ 
phone  202-343-2086. 

Interested  persons  may  comment  on  this 
matter  by  filing  their  statements  in  writing 
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wttb  the  Interstate  Commeiree  Ciommission, 
Washington.  D.C.  20423,  on  or  before  Janu¬ 
ary  3, 1976. 

This  negative  environmental  determina¬ 
tion  shall  become  final  unless  good  and  suf¬ 
ficient  reascm  is  filed  to  demcmstrate  why  an 
environmental  Impact  statement  should  be 
prepared  for  this  action  is  submitted  to  the 
Commission  by  the  above-specified  date. 

[FB  Doc.74-28572  FUed  12-5-74;8:45  am] 


[AB  7  (Sub-No.  6] 

CHICAGO,  MILWAUKEE,  ST.  PAUL  AND 
PACIFIC  RAILROAD  CO. 

Abandonment  Between  Isinours  Junction 
and  Caledonia,  Fillmore  and  Houston 
Counties,  Minnesota 

December  3,  1974. 

Present:  Kenneth  H.  Tuggle,  Commis¬ 
sioner,  to  whom  the  matter  w^h  Is  the 
subject  of  this  order  has  been  assigned 
for  action  thereon. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  record  In 
the  above-entitled  proceeding,  and  of  a 
staff-prepared  environmental  threshold 
assessment  survey  which  Is  available  for 
public  inspection  upon  request;  and 
It  appearing.  That  no  environmental 
Impact  statement  need  be  issued  in  this 
proceeding  because  this  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment  within  the  meaning 
of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
of  1969,  42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.;  and  good 
cause  appearing  therefor; 

It  is  ordered.  That  applicant  be,  and  It 
Is  hereby,  directed  to  publish  the  ap¬ 
pended  notice  In  a  newspaper  of  general 
circulation  In  Fillmore  and  Houston 
Counties,  Minn.,  on  or  before  December 
17,  1974,  and  certify  to  the  Commission 
that  this  has  been  acc(HnpUshed. 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  notice 
of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the  gen¬ 
eral  public  by  depositing  a  copy  thereof 
In  tte  OfBce  of  the  Secretaur  cA  the 
Commlssicm  at  Washington.  D.C.,  and  by 
forwarding  a  copy  to  the  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Federal  Register,  for  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th 
day  of  November,  1974. 

By  the  Commission,  Commissioner 
Tuggle. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

Chicaoo,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  amd  Pacific 
Railroad  Compant  Abandonment  Between 
IsiNOUBS  Junction  and  Caledonia  Fill¬ 
more  AND  Houston  Counties,  Minnesota 

The  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
hereby  gives  notice  that  by  order  dated  No¬ 
vember  25,  1974,  it  has  been  determined  that 
the  proposed  abandonment  of  the  Une  of  the 
Chicago,  Milwaukee,  St.  Paul  and  Pacific  Rail¬ 
road  Compcmy  between  Isinours  Junction  and 
Caledmiia  In  Fillmore  and  Houston  Coun¬ 
ties,  a  distance  of  approximately  62.2  miles 
all  In  Minnesota,  If  approved  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  does  not  constitute  a  major  Fed¬ 
eral  action  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  mvlronment  within  the  mean¬ 
ing  of  the  National  Environmental  Pcfilcy  Act 
of  1969  (NEPA),  42  UB.C.  4321,  et  seq.,  and 
that  preparatlcm  of  a  detailed  environmental 


Impact  statement  wUl  not  be  required  under 
section  4332(2)  (C)  of  the  NEPA. 

It  was  ooncduded,  among  other  things,  that 
adverse  environmental  effects  resulting  from 
this  action  wlU  include  an  Increase  In  air 
pollution  and  energy  consumption  but  the 
effect^  wlU  be  insignificant  in  light  of  the 
low  and  declining  volumes  of  traffic  handled 
on  the  line,  the  avallablUty  of  nearby  alter¬ 
nate  raU  service  in  the  area,  and  the  presence 
of  a  number  of  adequate  highways  through¬ 
out  the  region.  Interest  In  acquiring  the 
abandoned  right-of-way  has  been  expressed 
by  two  parties  for  public  recreational  trail 
use  or  continuing  rail  service. 

It  is  determined  that  this  proceeding  does 
not  represent  a  major  Federal  action  sig¬ 
nificantly  affecting  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  within  the  meaning  at  the  Na¬ 
tional  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969. 

Consistent  with  the  Commission’s  proce¬ 
dure  followed  for  previous  environmental 
threshold  assessment  surveys,  the  attached 
order  provides  for  local  and  Federal  Register 
publication  of  a  summary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  environmental  determination. 

In  our  opinion,  the  attached  assessment 
end  order  comply  with  the  judicial  injunc¬ 
tion  In  Harlem  Valley  v.  Stafford,  6  ERC  1603 
(1973),  alTd  6  ERC  1855  (2nd  Clr,  1974),  and 
should  permit  the  Commission  to  proceed 
to  the  merits  of  this  abcmdonment  proceed¬ 
ing. 

It  Is  recommended  that  the  attached  order 
and  notice  be  adopted. 

[PR  Doc.74-28571  Filed  12-6-74:8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  161] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

November  29, 1974. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
application,  except  as  otherwise  specifi¬ 
cally  noted,  each  applicant  states  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  effect  on 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment 
resulting  from  approval  of  its  applica- 
ti(m,  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  provided  for  under  the  new  rules  of 
Ex  Parte  No.  MC-67,  (49  CFR  1131) 
published  in  the  Federal  Register,  is¬ 
sue  of  April  27,  1965,  effective  July  1, 
1965.  These  rules  provide  that  protests 
to  the  granting  of  an  application  must  be 
filed  with  the  field  official  named  in  the 
Federal  Register  publication,  within  15 
calendar  days  after  the  date  of  notice 
of  the  filing  of  the  application  Is  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register.  One  c(H>y 
of  such  protests  must  be  served  on  the 
applicant,  or  its  authorized  representa¬ 
tive,  if  any,  and  the  protests  must  cer¬ 
tify  that  such  service  has  been  made. 
The  protests  must  be  specific  as  to  the 
service  which  such  protestant  can  and 
will  offer,  and  must  consist  of  a  signed 
original  and  six  (6)  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  Is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission.  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also 
in  field  office  to  which  protests  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Property 

No.  MC  22229  (Sub-No.  95TA),  filed 
November  21,  1974.  AiH}Ucant;  TERMI¬ 
NAL  TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  INC., 


248  Chester  Avenue  SE.,  Atlanta.  Oa. 
30315.  Apidlcant'8  representative: 
Harold  H.  Cl(^y.  1740  TYie  Equitable 
Building.  Atlanta,  Oa.  30303.  Authority 
•ought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,. 
lor  motor  vehicle,  over  regidar  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  hous^old  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commlssiou.  commodities  In 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  serving  the  plantsite  of  the  Fire¬ 
stone  Tire  and  Rubber  Co.  at  Ruther¬ 
ford  County,  Tenn.,  as  an  ofl-route 
point  in  connection  with  carrier’s  regu¬ 
lar  route  service  to  and  from  Nashville. 
Tenn.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
The  Firestone  Tire  and  Rubber  Co., 
1200  Firestone  Parkway,  Akron.  Ohio 
44317.  Send  protests  to:  William  L. 
Scroggs,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  1252  W.  Peachtree  St.  NW., 
Boom  546,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30309. 

Notb. — ^Applicant  states  It  will  tack  with 
MC  22229  and  subs  thereto. 

No.  MC  61231  (Sub-No.  81TA).  filed 
November  22,  1974.  AiH>licant:  ACE 
LINES,  INC.,  4143  East  43rd  Street,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa  50317.  Aiiplicant's  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  L.  Fairbank,  1980 
Financial  Center,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  c^ierate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Crushed 
car  bodies  and  related  parts,  from  points 
in  Iowa  and  Minneso^  to  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  and  South  Beloit,  Chicago.  Joliet, 
and  Des  Plaines,  HI.,  and  points  In  their 
respective  commercial  zones,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Scrap  Traders 
Ltd.,  P.O.  Box  6701,  Denver,  Colo.  80206. 
Send  protests  to:  Herbert  W.  Allen,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  875 
Federal  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309. 

No.  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  146TA) ,  filed 
November  21.  1974.  Applicant:  SCHILLI 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123, 
Remington,  Ind.  47977.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jerry  L.  Johnson  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Knocked  down  farm  machinery, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Forest  City  Ma¬ 
chine  Works,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Forest 
CJity,  Ark.,  to  Columbus,  Ohio;  Indian¬ 
apolis,  Ind.;  St.  Ann,  Mo.;  and  points  in 
Illinois,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Forrest  City  Machine  Works,  Inc., 
Box  984,  Forrest  City,  Ark.  72335.  Send 
protests  to:  J.  H.  Gray,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion.  Bureau  of  Operations,  345  W. 
Wayne  St.,  Room  204,  Ft.  Wayne,  Ind. 
46802. 

No.  MC  11274  (Sub-No.  2TA).  filed 
November  21.  1974.  Applicant:  Elmer  C. 
Schmidgall  and  Benjamin  O.  Schmld- 
gall,  doing  business  as  SCHMIDGALL 
TRANSFER,  P.O.  Box  249,  Tremont. 
HL  61568.  Applicant’s  represoitatiye: 
Frederldi  C.  Schmidgall,  318  LUae 
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Lane.  E.  Peoria,  ni.  61611.  Authority  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Farm  machinery,  farm  equipment, 
fencing,  fencing  materUds,  farm  build¬ 
ings,  their  materials  and  components, 
from  Morton,  m..  to  all  points  In  Kan¬ 
sas.  for  180  days.  Supp>ortlng  shipper: 
Morton  Btilldlngs,  Inc.,  252  W.  Adams 
Street,  Morton,  HI.  61550.  Send  protests 
to:  Richard  K.  Shullaw,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Bureau  of  Operations,  Everett  Mc¬ 
Kinley  Dirksen  Building,  219  S.  Dear¬ 
born  Street,  Room  1086,  Chicago,  HI. 
60604. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  477TA) ,  filed 
November  22,  1974.  Applicant:  PURO- 
LATOR  COURIER  CORP.,  2  Nevada 
Drive,  Lake  Success,  N.Y.  11040,  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  M.  Delany 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Business  papers,  rec¬ 
ords,  audit  and  accounting  media  of  all 
kinds,  and  (2)  Garments,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  packages 
or  articles  weighing  in  the  aggregate 
more  than  50  poxmds  from  one  consignor 
to  one  consignee  on  any  one  day,  be¬ 
tween  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  Henderson  and  Padu¬ 
cah,  Ky.;  Moorehead  and  New  Ulm, 
Minn.;  and  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana. 
Iowa,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  and  South  Dakota, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Wil¬ 
liam  Sherkow  Formal  Wear,  Inc.,  610- 
612  W.  Wisconsin  Avenue,  Milwaukee, 
Wis.  53202.  Send  protests  to :  Anthony  D. 
Oiaimo,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Ccmunission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  26  Federal  Plaza,  New  York, 
N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  114965  (Sub-No.  55TA),  filed 
November  19,  1974.  Applicant:  CYRUS 
TRUCK  ONE.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  327,  lola, 
Kans.  66749.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  H.  Apt,  104  South  Washin^n, 
lola,  Kans.  66749.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Propane,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Ringer  Pipeline  Terminal  at  or  near 
Paola,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Missouri,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Phillips 
Petroleum  Company,  154  Phillips  Build¬ 
ing  Annex,  Bartlesville,  Okla.  74004.  Send 
protests  to:  M.  E.  Taylor,  District  Su¬ 
pervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion.  Bureau  of  Operations,  501  Petro- 
leiun  Building,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  484TA) ,  filed 
November  22,  1974.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  35202.  Applicant  representa¬ 
tive:  Roger  M.  Shaner  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Candy  and  confectionery  products  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk) ,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  Reading. 
Pa.,  to  points  in  Florida,  for  180  days. 


Supporting  shipper:  Luden’s,  Inc.,  200 
North  8th  Street,  Reading.  Pa.  19601. 
Send  protests  to:  Clifford  W.  White,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Room  1616,  2121  Building, 
Birmingham,  Ala.  35203. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  485TA) ,  filed 
November  22,  1974.  Applicant:  COLO¬ 
NIAL  REFRIGERATED  TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.  35202.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Roger  M.  Shaner  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meat,  meat  products,  arid  meat  by-prod¬ 
ucts  (except  in  bulk),  from  Roswell,  N. 
Mex.,  to  points  in  Alabama.  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  CTarolina,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipp>er:  Glover  Packing  Co.,  Box  92, 
Amarillo,  Tex.  79105.  Send  protests  to: 
Clifford  W.  White,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operaticms,  Room  1616,  2121 
Building,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203. 

No.  MC  118263  (Sub-No.  55TA),  filed 
November  20,  1974.  Applicant:  COLD¬ 
WAY  CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  38. 
Clarksville,  Ind.  47130.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  George  M.  Catlett,  703-706 
McClure  Building,  Frankfort,  Ky.  40601. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Meat,  meat 
products,  and  meat  byproducts  (except 
commodities  in  bulk  and  hides) ,  from  the 
plant  site  of  Elm  Hill  Meats,  Inc.,  located 
in  Lexington,  Ky.,  to  Philadelphia  and 
Pittsburgh,  Pa.;  Chicago,  HI.;  Detroit, 
Mich.;  Cleveland,  Cincinnati,  Dayton, 
Toledo,  Columbus,  St.  Marys,  and  Belle- 
fontaine,  Ohio;  Memphis  and  Nashville, 
Tenn.;  Indianapolis,  Ind.;  Atlanta,  Ga.; 
and  Jacksonville,  Fla.;  and  the  com¬ 
mercial  zones  thereof,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Elm  Hill  Meats,  Inc., 
Lisle  Road,  Lexington,  Ky.  40505.  Send 
protests  to:  District  Supervisor  James  W. 
Habermehl,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  802  Cen¬ 
tury  Building,  36  S.  Penn.  Street,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.  46204. 

No.  MC  119726  (Sub-No.  44TA),  filed 
November  20,  1974.  Applicant:  N.A£. 
’TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  3220  Bluff  Road, 
Indianapolis,  Ind.  46217.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  L.  Beattey,  130  East 
Washington  Street,  Suite  1000,  Indianap¬ 
olis,  Ind.  46204.  Authority  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Ground  clay  (fullers  earth) ,  not  in 
bulk,  from  the  plantsite  and  warehouse 
facilities  of  Oil-Dri  Corporation  of  Amer¬ 
ica,  at  or  near  Ripley,  Miss.,  to  points  in 
Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Michigan,  Iowa, 
Nebraska,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ohio,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Kentucky, 
West  Virginia,  Virginia,  Oklahoma, 
Texas,  Arkansas,  Tennessee,  and  Ala¬ 
bama,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 


Oil-Dri  Corporation  of  America,  520 
North  Michigan  Avenue,  Chicago,  Ill, 
60611.  Send  protests  to:  District  Super¬ 
visor  James  W.  Habermehl,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bmeau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  802  Century  Building,  36  S.  Penn. 
St.,  IndianapoUs,  Ind.  46204. 

No.  MC  124554  (Sub-No.  14TA) ,  filed 
November  21,  1974,  Applicant:  LANG 
CARTAGE  CORP.,  338  South  17th 
Street,  P.O.  Box  2055,  Milwaukee,  Wis. 
53203.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  C.  Alexander,  710  North  Plankinton 
Avenue,  Milwaukee,  Wis.  53203.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregvdar 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment) ,  from  Milwaiikee, 
Wis.,  to  dealers  of  Stanley  Home  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.,  located  at  points  in  Lafayette, 
Iowa,  Grant,  Richland,  Juneau,  Adams, 
Wood,  Clark,  Taylor,  Price,  Lincoln, 
Onieda,  Vilas,  Forest,  Florence,  and 
Marinette  Counties,  Wis.,  with  no  trans¬ 
portation  for  compensation  on  return 
except  as  otherwise  authorized,  for  180 
days.  Restriction:  Restricted  to  trans¬ 
portation  to  be  performed  imder  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Stan¬ 
ley  Home  Products,  Inc.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Stanley  Home  Products,  Inc.,  1633 
East  Birchwood  Avenue,  Des  Plaines,  HI. 
60018  (George  Mandis).  Send  protests 
to:  John  E.  Ryden,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  135  West  Wells 
Street,  Room  807,  Milwaukee,  Wis,  53203. 

No.  MC  124796  (Sub-No.  135TA) ,  filed 
November  21,  1974.  Applicant:  CONTI¬ 
NENTAL  CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORP., 
15045  E.  Salt  Lake  Avenue,  P.O.  Box  1257, 
Cfity  of  Industry,  Calif.  91749.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Richard  A.  Peterson,  521 
South  14th  Street,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a’  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Aerosol  products,  from  Berkeley, 

R. I.,  and  Danville,  HI.,  to  Gloucester 
City,  N.J.;  Detroit,  Mich.;  Columbus, 
Ohio;  and  Louisville,  Ky.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Morton-Norwich 
Products,  Inc.,  P.O,  Box  368,  Greenville, 

S. C.  29602.  Send  protests  to:  Walter  W. 
Strakosch,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Room  7708,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  300  North  Los  Angeles  Street,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  126305  (Sub-No.  66TA) ,  filed 
November  22,  1974.  Applicant:  BOYD 
BROTHERS  TRANSPORTA’TION  CO., 
INC.,  Route  1,  Clayton,  Ala.  36016.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  George  A.  Ol¬ 
sen,  69  Tonnele  Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J, 
07306.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Spheres,  highway  marking  strip  glass, 
ballotini  and  glass,  crushed,  ground  or 
powdered,  from  the  facilities  of  Potters 
Industries,  Inc.,  Apex,  N.C.,  to  points  in 
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Kentucky,  Arkansas,  Virginia,  Tennes¬ 
see,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
Georgia,  and  Louisiana:  and  (2)  Ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  sale  of  glass  spheres  and 
glass  spheres  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  from  the  above-named  des¬ 
tination  points,  to  the  facilities  of  Potters 
Industries,  Inc.,  Apex,  N.C.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Potters  Industries, 
Inc.,  377  Route  17,  Hasbrouck  Heights, 
N.J.  07604.  Send  protests  to:  Clifford  W. 
White,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Oper¬ 
ations,  Room  1616,  2121  Building,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.  35203. 

No.  MC  134323  (Sub-No.  67TA) ,  filed 
November  20,  1974.  Applicant:  JAY 
LINES,  INC.,  720  North  Grand,  Amarillo, 
Tex.  79105.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Gailyn  Larsen,  P.O.  Box  80806,  Lincoln, 
Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Malted  beverages,  from  the  warehouse 
and  storage  facilities  of  Anheuser-Busch, 
Inc.  at  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Williamsburg, 
Va.,  to  Amarillo,  Tex.,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Dan  Sackett,  Controller, 
Budco,  Inc.,  100  So.  Philadelphia,  Am¬ 
arillo,  Tex.  79102.  Send  protests  to:  Has¬ 
kell  E.  Ballard,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bureau 
of  Operations,  Box  H-4395,  Herring 
Plaza,  Amarillo,  Tex.  79101. 

No.  MC  136343  (Sub-No.  35  TA) ,  filed 
November  21,  1974.  Applicant:  Milton 
Transportation,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  355,  Mil- 
ton,  Pa.  17847.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave¬ 
nue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Spheres,  highway 
marking  strip  glass,  ballotini  and  glass, 
crushed,  ground,  or  powdered,  from  the 
facilities  of  Potters  Industries,  Inc.,  Pots¬ 
dam,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Connecticut, 
Rhode  Island,  Maine,  New  Hampshire, 
Vermont,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  New  York, 
New  Jersey,  and  Massachusetts,  and  (2) 
Materials  and  supplies  used  in  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  sale  of  glass  spheres  and 
glass  spheres  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  ve¬ 
hicles)  ,  from  the  above-named  destina¬ 
tion  points,  to  the  facilities  of  Potters 
Industries,  Inc.,  Potsdam,  N.Y.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Potters  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  377  Route  17,  Hasbrouck 
Heights,  N.J.  07604.  Send  protests  to: 
Robert  P.  Amerine,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  278  Federal  Building, 
P.O.  Box  869,  Harrisburg,  Pa.  17108. 

No.  MC  136343  (Sub-No.  36TA),  filed 
November  21,  1974.  Applicant:  MILTON 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Milton,  Pa.  17847.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele 
Avenue,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Spheres,  high¬ 
way  marking  strip  glass,  ballotini  and 
glass,  crushed,  ground,  or  powdered,  from 


the  facilities  of  Potters  Industries,  Inc., 
Apex,  N.C.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey, 
Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Maryland,  and  New 
York,  and  (2)  Materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufactmre  and  sale  of  glass 
spheres  and  glass  spheres  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  from  the  above- 
named  destination  points,  to  the  facili¬ 
ties  of  Potters  Indiistrles,  Inc.,  Apex, 
N.C.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Potters  Industries,  Inc.,  377  Route  17, 
Hasbrouck  Heights,  N.J.  07604.  Send 
protests  to:  Robert  P.  Amerine,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  278  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  ‘  P.O.  Box  869,  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.  17108. 

No.  MC  136407  (SUb-No.  7TA)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  November  4,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register,  issue  of  Novem¬ 
ber  19, 1974,  and  republished  as  corrected 
this  issue.  Applicant:  COORS  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  COMPANY,  a  Corpora¬ 
tion,  5101  York  Street,  Denver,  Colo. 
80216.  Applicant’s  representative:  Leslie 
R.  Kehl,  Suite  1600  Lincoln  Center  Bldg., 
1600  Lincoln  Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80203. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Cleaning  and 
bleaching  compounds,  animal  litter,  and 
liquid  cooking  oils,  from  the  plantsite  and 
facilities  of  The  Clorox  Company  located 
at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  Denver  and 
Pueblo,  Colo.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  The  Clorox  Company,  7901 
Oakport  Street,  Oakland,  Calif.  94621. 
Send  protests  to:  District  Supervisor 
Herbert  C.  Ruoff,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  2022 
Federal  Building,  Denver,  Colo.  80202. 

Note. — ^The  pxirpoee  of  this  republication 
is  to  add  the  rest  of  the  commodity  descrip¬ 
tion,  which  was  left  out  of  the  Federal 
Register  in  error. 

No.  MC  140146  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
November  21, 1974,  Applicant:  JEFFREY 
P.  •  JENKS,  doing  business  as  JENKS 
CARTAGE  COMPANY,  9644  Old 
Johnnycake  Ridge  Road,  Mentor,  Ohio 
44060.  Applicant’s  representative:  Jef¬ 
frey  P.  Jenks  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Pre-cast 
concrete  building  materials,  and  mate¬ 
rials,  equiprnent,  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacturing  of  pre-cast  concrete 
building  materials,  between  Thompson 
Township,  Geauga  County,  Ohio,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Alabama,  Connecticut,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia, 
Wisconsin,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Mississippi, 
Nebraska,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
and  New  York,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Olds  Cast  Stone  Products,  Inc., 
6965  Clay  Street,  Thompson,  Ohio.  Send 
protests-  to:  James  Johnson,  District 
Supervisor,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Bureau  of  Operations,  181  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  1240  East  Ninth 
Street,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44199. 


No.  MC  140405  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
November  20, 1974.  An>llcant:  FLORIDA 
CRATINO  AND  PACKING,  INC.,  1511 
East  11  Avenue,  Hialeah,  Fla.  33010.  Ap- 
pUcant’s  representative:  Richard  B. 
Austin,  Palm  Coast  n  Building,  Suite  214, 
5255  N.W.  87th  Avenue,  Miami,  Fla. 
33166.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  House¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
between  points  in  Broward,  Collier,  Dade, 
Martin,  Monroe,  and  Palm  Beach  Coun¬ 
ties,  Fla.,  restricted  to  the  transportation 
of  traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement,  in  containers,  beyond  the 
points  authorized,  and  said  operations 
are  restricted  to  the  performance  of 
pick-up  and  delivery  service  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  packing,  crating,  and  con¬ 
tainerization  or  unpacking,  uncrating, 
or  decontainerization  of  such  traffic,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Malabe 
Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  45-53  Bergen  Street, 
Brooklyn,  N.Y.  11201.  Send  protests  to: 
District  Supervisor  Joseph  B.  Teichert, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Palm  Coast  n 
Building,  Suite  208,  5255  N.W.  87th  Av¬ 
enue,  Miami,  Fla.  33178. 

No.  MC  140407TA,  filed  November  21, 
1974.  Applicant:  DONALD  R.  PENICK 
AND  HARVEY  KEENAN,  doing  business 
as  DOUBLE  EAGLE  TRUCKING,  Route 
1,  Box  80,  Onalaska,  Wash.  98570.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  David  C.  White, 
2400  S.W.  Fourth  Avenue,  Portland, 
Oreg.  97201.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Paint  and  drywall  joint  compound,  in 
containers,  for  the  accoimt  of  Kelly- 
Moore  facilities  at  San  Carlos,  Csdif.,  to 
Kelly-Moore  facilities  at  Elirkland, 
Wash.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Kelly-Moore  Paint  Company,  Inc., 
1015  Commercial  Street,  San  Carlos, 
C?alif.  94070.  Send  protests  to:  District 
Supervisor  W.  J.  Huetig,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  114  Pioneer  Courthouse,  Port¬ 
land,  Oreg.  97204. 

No.  MC  140408TA,  filed  November  14, 
1974.  Applicant:  JOHNSON  BROTHERS 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  501  East  Spring 
Street,  Herndon,  Va.  22070.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  Anton,  1123  Mun- 
sey  Building,  1329  E  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20004.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Brick,  cement,  cinder  and  concrete 
block,  sand  and  gravel,  lintel,  flue  lining, 
and  fireplace  dampers,  clean-out  doors 
and  ash  dumps,  (1)  from  Herndon,  Va., 
to  points  in  Maryland  (except  Prince 
Georges,  Charles,  and  Mongtomery 
Counties)  and  (2)  from  points  in  Mary¬ 
land,  to  points  in  Virginia  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  for  180  days.  Support¬ 
ing  shipper:  Cherrydale  Cement  Block 
Co.,  Inc.,  501  East  Spring  Street,  Hem- 
don,  Va.  22070.  Send  protests  to:  W.  C. 
Hersman,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
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Commerce  Oommlsslon,  Biireau  of  C^r- 
etkms,  12th  and  Ocmstltutlon  Ave^  NW, 
Room  317.  Washington,  D.C.  20423.  - 

By  the  Commission. 

[SKAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary, 

ira  Doc.74-28574  TOed  12-«-74;8:46  am] 

UNITED  STATES  RAILWAY 
ASSOCIATION 

IDocket  No.  75-22] 

PENN  CENTRAL  TRANSPORTATION  CO. 

Abandonment,  LE&P  Branch,  Cuyahoga 
County,  Ohio  • 

The  Trustees  of  Penn  Central  Trans¬ 
portation  Company,  debtor,  a  railroad  in 
reorganization  under  the  Regloiud  Rail 
Reorganization  Act  of  1973  (45  U.S.C.  701 


NOTICES 

et  seq.),  ai^lied  to  the  United  States 
Railway  Association  for  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  required  by  section  304(f)  of  that 
Act  to  abandon  a  portion  of  a  line  of  rail¬ 
road  known  as  the  LEAP  Branch,  be¬ 
tween  Valuation  Station  30+00  near 
East  71st  Street,  Cuyahoga  Heights  and 
Valuation  Station  62+33  near  Warner 
Road,  Garfield  Heights,  a  distance  of  0.6 
miles,  in  Chiyahoga  Ckmnty,  Ohio. 

Section  304(f)  provides  that  a  rail¬ 
road  in  reorganization  may  not  abandon 
a  line  of  railroad  “unless  it  is  authorized 
to  do  so  by  the  Association  and  unless 
no  state  or  local  or  regional  transporta¬ 
tion  authority  reasonably  opposes  such 
action.” 

No  state  or  local  or  regional  trans¬ 
portation  authority  o];H;>oses  this  appll- 
catioiL  The  Congress  of  Railway  Unions 
requests  the  protection  of  the  “Burling¬ 
ton”  conditions  for  any  employees  who 


may  be  aSected  by  this  abandonment. 
Abandoiunent  of  this  line  would  not 
otherwise  be  inconsistent  with  the  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  Act. 

Accordingly,  the  application  will  be 
granted  on  the  condition  that  adversely 
affected  employees  receive,  until  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  (rf  mandatory  offers  to  “pro¬ 
tected  employees”  under  section  502(b) 
of  the  Act,  the  labor  protection  cus- 
tmnarily  imposed  by  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  as  in  Chicago,  B&Q 
R.  Co.,  Abandonment,  257 1.C.C.  700. 

This  Order  shall  be  effective  Decem¬ 
ber  16, 1974. 

Dated  this  261h  day  of  November  1974. 

[seal]  'Edward  G.  Jordan, 
President,  United  States 
Railway  Association. 

[FB  Doc.74-28478  FUed  12-5-74;8:46  am] 
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